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PREFACE 


Every chess player, who begins his games with the move I.e2-e4, 
should be perfectly prepared to counter the move I...c7-c5, after which 
there arises the Sicilian Defence on the board. Why is this opening so 
dangerous for White? The point is that in all the basic variations of the 
Sicilian Defence the fight is double-edged and often White risks at least 
as much as Black does. White is practically deprived of the possibility 
to simplify the position by numerous exchanges of pieces and to try to 
steer the game into a drawish outcome. There is another very impor¬ 
tant circumstance as well. In almost all the variations of the Sicilian 
Defence an enormous amount of theory has been amassed and not all 
the chess fans can afford to spend so much time and efforts in order to 
learn the endless variations in all the main lines. 


Accordingly, when I began to write this book, I decided to choose 
systems which did not require phenomenal memory from the White 
player, but were based on sound positional basis. 


The Rossolimo Attack and the Moscow variation are analysed in the 
first and the second part of this book and they both satisfy perfectly 
these criteria. As theoretical material they are not so huge as the Naj- 
dorf variation, the Chelyabinsk variation, or the Rauzer attack. On the 
other hand White’s play is very sound from the positional point of view. 
He wishes to develop his pieces as quickly as possible. He exchanges 
in numerous variations his light-squared bishop, which later may turn 
out to be “bad”, because White’s e4-pawn is placed on a square of the 
same colour. 


In the third part of the book, numerous second moves for Black are 
analysed, besides 2...£sc6 and 2...d6 and no doubt, the most dangerous 
move for White is 2...e6.1 have suggested as an opening weapon for 
him the quite modern move in the last several years - 3.g3. You should 
accept as a proof of its strength the fact that the actual World Cham¬ 
pion M.Carlsen plays often like this. 
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Many authors of books on chess theory neglect somehow corre¬ 
spondence games. I appreciate the real value of the games, concerning 
the analysed variations, regardless of where they have been played. In 
fact, the evaluation of many variations, quoted in this book, are based 
on correspondence games. Many of them have been played not only in 
some famous competitions like ICCF (International Correspondence 
Chess Federation), but in some other less popular events. 


I would like to send my best wishes to my readers for a successful 
application of the variations in this book in their practical games! 


I appreciate very much Margarita.Schepetkova’s invaluable help in 
our work over this book. 


Alexey Kornev, 
city of Vladimir, February 2015 
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Part 1 


The Rossolimo Attack 

l.e4 c5 2.®f3 £>c6 3.ib5 



In the first part of our book we 
will analyse the Rossolimo Attack. 
White refrains from the typical, 
for most of the variations of the 
Sicilian Defence, pawn-advance 
3. d4, after which there arises an 
exchange of a central pawn for a 
flank pawn and it is strategically 
disadvantageous for White. He 
also prepares to castle immedi¬ 
ately on the kingside. Later, he 
will have an obvious lead in devel¬ 
opment. We should not forget 
that the doubling of Black’s pawns 
after jlxc6 is a strategical threat as 
well. 

The variation with 3.ilb5 was 
named after grandmaster N. Ros¬ 
solimo, who began to play it dur¬ 
ing the 40ies of the past century. 
Meanwhile, it was played even be¬ 


fore that by H. Bird in his game 
against B. Horwitz in the year 
1851 and later by S. Winawer, A. 
Nimzowitsch and S. Tartakower. 

The Rossolimo Attack was not 
favoured by the theoreticians for 
many years. Still, it began gradu¬ 
ally to attract popularity. This was 
due mostly to the fact that White 
used to play it to avoid entering 
the Chelyabinsk variation, in 
which he had great problems to 
obtain even a small edge. There¬ 
fore, White began to play more 
and more often 3.M>5. Nowadays, 
the Rossolimo Attack is a part of 
the opening repertoire of V.Bolo- 
gan, S.Rublevsky and is used peri¬ 
odically by practically all the lead¬ 
ing players in the world. 

In the first four chapters, we 
will deal with Black’s less popular 
responses: 3...e5, 3...£la5, 3... 
®d4, 3...a6. 

In Chapters 5 and 6, we will 
analyse lines in which Black does 
not allow the doubling of his 
pawns and protects his knight 
with his queen - 3...©b6, 3...@c7. 

Chapter 7, will be devoted to 
the move 3...£if6. 

After that, we will begin our 
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analysis of Black’s basic replies 
against the Rossolimo Attack: 3... 
e6 (Chapter 8) and 3...g6 (Chap¬ 
ters 9-11). 

The move 3...d6 transposes to 
the Moscow variation and we will 
analyse it in the second part of 
our book. 

Now we are going to pay some 
attention to several less popular 
responses for Black. 

The pawn sacrifice 3...g5 
seems very dubious, but White 
must react very precisely and ac¬ 
curately in order to neutralise 
Black’s pressure on the g-file. 
4.©xg5 £sf6 5.d3 



5...Bg8 (Following 5...£)d4, 
Ketzetzis - Egorov, Paracin 2014, 
the most precise move for White 
would be 6.a4!?±, preventing 
Black’s counterplay, connected 
with b7-b5.) 6.0-0 ©d4, Krokay 
- Kislinsky, Wroclaw 2011. 
Black’s king is stranded in the 
centre, so it seems very good for 
White to choose 7.e5!?, for exam¬ 
ple: 7...h6 8.exf6 ©xb5 (The move 
8...hxg5 leads to the closure of the 
g-file, which reduces considerably 
Black’s counterplay. His attempt 


to organise an attack on the h-file 
would take too much time and 
would not be so effective. 9.fxe7 
!xe710.ik.a4 &f8 ll.c3 ®f512.©d2 
d5 13.Sel §h8 14.£)fl!?± He has 
covered reliably the h 2-square 
and Black will have difficulties to 
organise an attack being already a 
pawn down. Meanwhile, his king 
might be misplaced in the middle 
game, contrary to its counterpart, 
because only two pawn are pro¬ 
tecting it, while White’s king is 
protected by three pawns.) 9. 
©h7! This is the best. The knight 
exerts powerful pressure against 
Black’s position on this square. If 
it becomes endangered at some 
moment, White can always ex¬ 
change it for the enemy bishop on 
f8. 9...d6 lO.&hl e5 ll.f4 ©d4 12. 
&a3 ®c713.Sf2 ®c614.@el± - He 
has covered reliably the key g2- 
square, has preserved the extra 
pawn and has created pressure on 
the e-file, which is particularly 
dangerous for Black, since his 
king has not castled yet. 

He cannot solve his opening 
problems with the move 3...@a5, 
because after 4.itxc6 bxc6, there 
arises a position from Chapter 9, 
except that instead of the move 
g7-g6, Black has played the not so 
useful move Sfd8-a5. 

(diagram) 

5.e5!? White impedes the de¬ 
velopment of the enemy knight on 
g8. 5...c4, Sutovsky - Vallejo 
Pons, Moscow 2001. Now, with 
the energetic reply 6.®a3! White 
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could have emphasized the vul¬ 
nerability of Black’s pawn on c4 
and his lag in development. 6 ... 
Jl,a6 7.b3 c3 8.d3 e6 9.©c4 J,xc4 
10.dxc4+ Black has been deprived 
of his two-bishop advantage and 
later his pawn on c3 might be eas¬ 
ily captured by White’s pieces. 

3...d5. This move is in the spir¬ 
it of the Scandinavian Defence. 
4,exd5 «xd5 5Ac3 We6+ 6.ie2 
@d7! This is the most precise 
move. Black should better avoid 
the opening of the position. (6... 
M7?! 7.d4 cxd4 8.£\xd4 $ixd4 
9.©xd4 itc6, Boidman - Abbet, 
Lausanne 2008,10.Jrf4!± and lat¬ 
er 0-0-0 and Bhel. Black’s posi¬ 
tion is very difficult and the 
greedy move 10...i.xg2?? loses 
immediately following llAb5 
Bc8 12.0-0-0 f6 13.Bhel+-) 7. 
0-0 £if6 8.iLb5. White wishes 
to compromise his opponent’s 
queenside pawn-structure. 8...e6 
(8...®fc7 9.d4±) 9.£e5 Wc7 10.M3 
M7 ll.©xd7 ®xd7 12.Ji.xc6 ®xc6 
13.@xc6+ bxc6 14.d3± Black will 
have to fight long and hard for a 
draw, because of his weak dou¬ 


bled pawns on the c-file. 

It is just bad for Black to 
choose 3...b6. His knight on c6 
will be covering the diagonal of 
his bishop on b7 and later may 
come under an attack after d2-d4- 
d5. 4.0-0 J.b7 5.Bel. White frees 
the fl-square for his bishop. 



5...e6 (5...a6 6.M1 e6 7.c3 - 
see 5...e6) 6.c3 a6 7.Ml± - He is 
perfectly prepared for the pawn- 
advance d2-d4. It has become 
quite obvious that Black has 
failed to solve his opening prob¬ 
lems and the pseudo-active move 

7...g5?! would only weaken addi¬ 
tionally his position. 8.d4 g4 9. 
£sfd2 cxd4 10.cxd4 £sxd4 ll.©c4 
£sc6, Glek - Gurgenidze, Borzho¬ 
mi 1984, 12.!f4! h5 13.£ic3 b5 
14.£sd6+ Jxd6 15.@xd6± White 
has overwhelming positional 
compensation for the sacrificed 
pawn. He has two powerful bish¬ 
ops. His dark-squared bishop has 
no opponent and is particularly 
strong. Meanwhile, Black lags 
considerably in development and 
his king is vulnerable. 
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Chapter 1 


l.e4 c5 2.£sf3 &c6 3.1b5 e5 



This move has always had the 
reputation of being very risky, be¬ 
cause Black weakens the d5- 
square and lags in development. 
Still, lately it has been encoun¬ 
tered more often in practice most¬ 
ly due to the efforts of the Geor¬ 
gian grandmaster B. Jobava as 
well as of some correspondence 
players. 

4.0-0 

Black has two main responses 
in this position: A) 4...£ige7 and 
B) 4...M6. 

4.. .5c7 5.©c3 - see Chapter 6. 

4.. .d6 5.c3 - see Chapter 14, 
variation C. 


4.. .1Le7 5.ilxc6 dxc6 6.£sxe5 
®d4 7.©f3 ®xe4 8.5el. Black can 
hardly manage to neutralise his 
opponent’s pressure on the e-file. 

8...®g6 9.£se5 «5 10.d3 ie6 11. 
&d2 &f6 12.®fl h5 13.&g3 ffh7 
14.£f3 h4 15.£g5 Wg6 16.5}3e4± 
(followed by “Sxe6) - White de¬ 
prives his opponent of the two- 
bishop advantage and creates a 
weak pawn on e6 in his camp, Si- 
lin - Bychkov, ICCF 2012. 

4.. .W6?! The development of 
the queen at such an early stage of 
the game is evidently bad. 5.£ic3 
£sge7 6.d3 ©d4 7.©xd4 cxd4 8. 
£te2 g6 9.f4±, followed by fxe5 
and kc4, with powerful pressure 
against the f7-square, Boyarchen- 
ko - Mochalov, Plovdiv 2010. 

It is rather dubious for Black 
to choose 4...£if6 5.Axc6 dxc6 6. 
©xe5 and he has no compensa¬ 
tion for the pawn. 6...Sc7 (6...M6 
7Af3 !c7 8.d3 h6 9.b3 Ig4 10. 
M>2 0-0 ll.©bd2+ White has 
completed his development and 
preserved his material advantage, 
Neumann - Hinz, Email 2006.) 
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Chapter 1 


7.©f3 ig4 8.d3 0-0-0 9.®bd2!± 
(This move is more precise than 
9.h3 jkh5 10771x12 g5A, followed 
by g5-g4, beginning an attack on 
the g-file, Koistinen - Lehtinen, 
ICCF2010.). 


A) 4...©ge7 

Black protects his knight on c6 
and parries the threat against his 
e5-pawn, but impedes the devel¬ 
opment of his own bishop on f8. 

5.ic4! 

This is the best for White! The 
bishop is much more active on 
this square than on b5 and exerts 
powerful pressure on the a2-g8 
diagonal. 



5...£)g6 

Black prevents the threat ®g5. 

It would be too slow for Black 
to choose 5...h6 6.c3. He plans to 
deploy his queen on b3, from 
where it will exert pressure 
against the enemy f7-pawn. 6... 
®c7 (6...d6 7.®b3±) 7.®b3 ©d8 

8.d4 d6, Bauer - Shirazi, Van- 
doeuvre 2004. He has succeeded 


in protecting the weakness on f7, 
but has fallen behind considera¬ 
bly in development. Meanwhile, 
he will have to worry permanently 
about the vulnerability of the d5- 
square (this is the consequence of 
the move 3...e5). 9.Sdl!? White 
prepares the manoeuvre V ibl-d2- 
fl. 9...ig4 10.©bd2 ®g6 ll.h3 id7 
12.5iifl±, followed by ©fl-e3-d5. 

5.. .d5!? This is an interesting 
move, but still insufficient for 
equality. 6.exd5 £sxd5 7.2el. 
White’s plan includes the pawn- 
advance d2-d4. 7...f6 8.d4 ©b6 
9.ib5 cxd4 10.41x44 a6 lljkxc6+ 
bxc6 12.®h5+. Before playing 
Sf3, it is essential for him to 
weaken the e6-pawn. 12...g6 13. 
®f3 ie7 14.&xc6 ib7 15.®xd8 
lxf3 16.vje6 *d7 17.gxf3 Axe6 
18.f4± White lags in development 
indeed, but has an extra pawn af¬ 
ter all..., Winkler - Kruse, ICCF 
2007. 

6.c3 

He is preparing d2-d4. 

6.. .ke7 7.d4 cxd4 

The endgame is better for 
White after 7...d6 8.dxc5 dxc5 

9.®xd8+!? <Bxd8 10.2dl± and 
Black has again problems due to 
the vulnerability of the d5-square. 

8.cxd4 d6 

After 8...exd4 9.©xd4 0-0, 
D.Popovic - M.Popovic, Valjevo 
2012, Black has no compensation 
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I.e4 c5 2AJ3 ®c6 3.kb5 e5 4.0-0 Qge75.kc4 Cbg6 6.c3 


for having an isolated d-pawn. 
10.ie3!? &ge5 ll.tb3 £>xd4 12. 
@xd4 d6 13.£c3 le6 14.Sfdl 
ixb3 15.axb3 £ic6 16.©d3 @c8 
17.£>d5 Jld8 18.f3± White’s knight 
dominates in the centre of the 
board. 

9.d5 



He occupies space and now, 
there arises on the board a posi¬ 
tion, which is more typical for the 
Closed openings. 

9...ab8 10.&C3 0-0 ll.±e3 
a6 

Following ll...®h4, in the 
game Zvjaginsev - Baramidze, 
Kallithea 2008, White managed 
to accomplish the typical penetra¬ 
tion for similar positions on the 
c-file. 12.®xh4 ixh4 13.§cl kg5 
14.ixg5 Wxg5 15.<? b5 We7 16.1e2 
®d7 17.@a4 ®c5 18Jfc2 £ia6 19. 
£c7 ftxc7 20.®xc7± Black’s posi¬ 
tion is very difficult, because his 
kingside counterplay is evidently 
too slow. 

12.gcl ig4 13.Ae2 


White is preparing the ma¬ 
noeuvre v;f3-d2-c4. 

13.. .£)f4 14.£)d2 ±xe2 

14.. .Qxe2+ 15.©xe2 ©d7 16.f3 
lh5 17.Sb3 b5 18.£>g3 ig6 19. 
Sc6± (followed by Sacl) White is 
clearly ahead of his opponent in 
the development of his initiative. 

15.©xe2 



15...®xe2+ 

The move 15...iLg5 would only 
lead to the appearance of a weak 
pawn on f4. 16.vjxf4 exf4 17.iid4 
f3 18.g3 &d7 19.Sc3 §e8 20.Sel 
®f6 21.§xf3± Black’s compensa¬ 
tion for the pawn is insufficient, 
Rublevsky - Zvjaginsev, Sochi 
2006. His attempt to regain the 
pawn 21...il,xd2 22.'&xd2 ®xe4, 
would not work because of 23. 
Sf4, with a double attack against 
f7 and e4. 

16.@xe2± - White will follow 
this with the doubling of his rooks 
on the c-file. He has extra space 
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Chapter 1 


and his bishop on e3 is obviously 
more active than its counterpart. 

B) 4...!d6!? 

This is a more modern move. 
Black is not afraid of the fact that 
his bishop on d6 blocks the way 
forward of his d7-pawn, because 
he plans to develop his light- 
squared bishop on the b7-square. 

5.c3 

White is preparing d2-d4. 



Now, Black has a choice. He 
can play a move, used often by k. 
Jobava - Bl) 5...£>ge7, or follow 
the preference of the correspond¬ 
ence players - B2) 5...a6. 

The alternatives for Black are 
only seldom played. Following 

5...@f6, White can still choose 
6.d4!?, for example: 6...cxd4, Sar- 
wat - Fekri, Tanta 2002, 7.kg5! 
@g6 8.cxd4 £xd4 9.4jxd4 exd4 
10.f4 <Qe7 ll.ild3!? (It is also very 
good for White to play simply 11. 
@xd4±, regaining the pawn and 
maintaining the advantage thanks 
to his superior pawn-structure.) 


Il...!c5 12.£ia3 Ixa313.bxa3 @d6 
14.f5!± Black has an extra pawn, 
but its defence is tremendously 
difficult, because he lags in devel¬ 
opment and can hardly counter 
the advance of the enemy e and f- 
pawns, as well his two powerful 
bishops. 

Black should better avoid 5... 
@c7, due to 6.d4 cxd4 7.cxd4 
©xd4 and here, it seems very 
promising for White to sacrifice a 
pawn with 8.£ic3! ®e7 9.ke3 0-0 
lO.Scl ©ec6 ll.©d5 £xf3+ 12. 
?¥xf3 @d8 13.Sfdl+, with an over¬ 
whelming lead in development, 
Lizorkina - Reede, Internet 2012. 


Bl) 5...&ge7 6.d4 cxd4 7. 
cxd4 exd4 8.£)xd4 



White’s following actions will 
be concentrated against the iso¬ 
lated enemy d7-pawn. 

8...a6 

After 8...0-0 9.£c3 Wc7 10. 
€if3 a6, Kretchetov - V.Georgiev, 
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2.©/3 ®c6 3.kb5 e5 4.0-0 kd6 5.c3 a6 6.ka4 b5 7.kb3 kb7 8.d3 


Los Angeles 2013, White’s sim¬ 
plest reaction would be 11.Jie2!? 
©e5 12.g3±, preventing Black’s 
counterplay on the h2-b8 diago¬ 
nal and preserving all the pluses 
of his position. 

9.ic4 0-0 

9...@c7 10.h3 (It is also good 
for White to play here 10.£if3!? 
©e5 ll.ib3±, since it would not 
work for Black to continue with 

11.. .©xf3+ 12.®xf3 ixh2+?? 13. 
*hl 0-0 14.g3+-) 10...£xd4 11. 
ffxd4 0-0 12.©c3 ie5 13.®d3 b5 

14.. 6.3i, followed by J2,e3, Sacl, 
Sfdl, with powerful pressure, 
Crut - Castro, Nancy 2013. 

10.£if3@c711.±b3b5 

Black equalises neither with 

11.. .£ie5 12.®bd2!? ®7c6 13.®xe5 
±xe5 14.Qf3± and he has no com¬ 
pensation for his inferior pawn- 
structure, nor with ll...iic5 12. 
®g5!? £id8 13.®c3T and White’s 
minor pieces remain very active. 

12.&C3 ib7 



13.£sd5 

It is also good for him to opt 
for 13..*e.3!?±, followed by Scl and 
&d5. 

13.. .£ixd5 14.ixd5 

After the appearance of 
White’s bishop on d5, his e4- 
pawn will be reliably protected 
and Black will hardly manage to 
organise effective counterplay. 

14.. .§ae8 15.ie3 if4 16. 
Ixf4 ©xf4 17.a4 Sb8 18.axb5 
axb5, Solak - Jobava, Legnica 
2013, 19.©cl!? This is the sim¬ 
plest. White transfers into a bet¬ 
ter endgame. 19...ffxcl 20. 
3 axel Bfe8 21.§fdl± Black will 
have to fight long and hard for a 
draw in this endgame, without 
any particular chances of seizing 
the initiative. 


B2) 5...a6 



He wishes at first to solve the 
problem with the development of 
his bishop on c8. 

6.1a4b5 7.1b3lb7 
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Chapter 1 



The arising position resembles 
the Arkhangelsk variation of the 
Ruy Lopez, but with the differ¬ 
ence that Black’s pawn is on c5 
and not on c7 and his knight on g8 
has not been developed yet. 

8.d3! 

This is the only way for 
White to fight for the opening 
advantage. He fortifies his e4- 
pawn, in order to prevent the fu¬ 
ture activation of Black’s bishop 
on b7. 

After the routine reaction 8.d4 
exd4!, Black will not have any 
problems. 9.cxd4 c4 10.±c2 £)b4 
11.&C3 &xc2 12.»xc2 £>e7 13.a4 
b4 14.e5 kc7 15.©e4 &xe4 16. 
®xe4 d5 17.exd6 iixd6 18.i:g5 
0-0oo Black has the chances to 
create a passed pawn on the 
queenside and his prospects are 
not inferior at all, Hansen - Ro- 
gos, Email 2010. 

8...£if6 9.£sh4 g6 

Black is forced to weaken his 
pawn-structure in order to pre¬ 
vent the penetration of the enemy 
knight to the f5-square. 


10.£sf3! 

White’s knight has accom¬ 
plished its task and can retreat to 
its base. 

10...£a5 ll.a4 £)xb3 12. 
®xb3 ®b8 13.ih6± 

White impedes the castling of 
his opponent. 



13...C4 

This move leads to complica¬ 
tions, which are advantageous for 
White. 

Following 13...£)g4 14.±g5 h6 
15.!h4 f5!? 16.h3 g5 17.hxg4 fxg4 
18.®h2 gxh4 19.£ixg4±, White 
maintains the advantage, since 
Black has not castled yet and his 
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2.fof3 &c6 3.kb5e5 4.0-0 M65.c3a6 6.ka4b5 7.kb3 kb78.d3 


bishops are restricted by the 
pawns on e4 and e5. 

14.dxc4 bxa4 15.@xa4 

£ixe4 

Black has succeeded in ex¬ 
changing advantageously a flank 
pawn for the enemy central 
pawn, but his king remains 
stranded in the centre of the 
board and this precludes him 
from equalising. 

16.£>bd2 £>c5 17.®c2 



17...£)e6 

After 17...e4 lS.Sfel f5 19.b4!? 
White begins to advance his 
queenside pawns. 19...5le6 20.c5 
ic7 21.Hb.3i, Black has not solved 
the problems with his king. He 
loses after 21...exf3??, due to 22. 
§xe6+- and White’s attack is de¬ 
cisive. 

18.£)g5 £>xg5 19..t.xg5 0-0 
20.b4 

Now, the game is very sharp. 
White advances his b- and c- 
pawns with the idea to occupy ad¬ 
ditional space on the queenside, 


while Black will counter this by 
advancing his e and f-pawns. 



20...e4 21.g3 ie5 22.£>b3 
@c7 23.£>a5 §ac8 24.©d2 ia8 



25.±f4 

This is a very powerful move! 
All Black’s pawns are placed on 
the light squares, so the trade of 
the dark-squared bishops would 
be advantageous for White. He is 
ready to weaken his kingside 
pawn-structure in order to ac¬ 
complish this. 

25...f5 

Black’s situation would not 
be any better in the endgame af¬ 
ter 25...1xf4 26,Hxf4 ®xf4 27. 
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gxf4+ White’s knight is obviously 
stronger than Black’s bishop on 
a8. 

26.§fdl d5 27.c5 lxf4 28. 
gxf4 Sce8 29.£ib3 £b7 30. 
£)d4+ 

(diagram) 

White’s knight is perfectly 
centralised and dominates over 
Black’s bishop, while the weak¬ 
ened shelter of White’s king can¬ 
not be exploited effectively by 



Black, Primakov - Timko, Email 
2010 . 


Conclusion 

The move 3...e5 is only seldom played in the tournament practice, 
but it is not easy for White to obtain an advantage in the opening, since 
there often arise positions with quite different pawn-structures. 

Following 4...©ge7, White should follow the plan, connected with 
the pawn-advances c2-c3, d2-d4-d5, occupying space and preparing 
active actions on the c-file. 

After 4...i,d6, followed by ©ge7, White prepares d2-d4 (after the 
preliminary move c2-c3) and after the exchanges on d4 will maintain a 
stable advantage, in view of the vulnerability of Black’s d7-pawn. 

If after ltd 6 , Black chooses 5...a6, followed by b7-b5 and £b7, then 
White should not play d2-d4, but d2-d3, reducing the scope of action of 
Black’s bishop on b7. After this, there will arise complicated positions 
in the spirit of the Ruy Lopez in which the vulnerability of the d5-square 
will guarantee for White a slight but stable advantage. 
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l.e4 c5 2.£)f3 £)c6 3.1,b5 £)a5 



This move has been tested in 
the games of V. Akopian and Z. 
Kozul, but has not acquired real 
popularity, since it contradicts 
the famous statement of Z. Tar- 
rasch that knights are not well 
placed at the edge of the board. 
Still, it is far from easy for White 
to obtain an advantage, because 
the move 3...®a5 has some pluses 
as well. Black avoids the doubling 
of his pawns (after iLxc6) and also 
he will regain the tempo lost for 
the move with his knight later af¬ 
ter he plays a7-a6, attacking the 
enemy bishop. 

4.0-0!? 

White would not mind to re¬ 
treat his bishop to e2. 


The attempt to transfer the 
bishop to the c2-square after 4.c3 
only serves Black’s cause, since 
following 4...a6 5.it,a4 b5, he wins 
tempi attacking the bishop. 6. 
Ic2 



This position is a bit similar to 
the variation l.e4 c5 2.£>f3 Qc6 3. 
Ji,b5 e6 4.0-0 £)ge7 5.c3 a6 6. Jla4 
b5 7.Jtc2, except that there is an 
important difference. Black has 
not played yet £>e7 and can devel¬ 
op later his knight to a more ac¬ 
tive position - ©f6. 6...e6 7.0-0 
lb7 8.d4 cxd4 9.cxd4 4T6 lO.Sel 
gc8 ll.£)bd2 ie7 12.£fl 0-0 13. 
£>g3 9b6ft Dambrauskas - Ko- 
rze, ICCF 2008. He has very good 
prospects on the queenside. Black 
can prepare the doubling of his 
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rooks on the c-flle. White has oc¬ 
cupied the centre indeed, but can¬ 
not achieve anything real. He will 
have to advance e4-e5 at some 
moment, but this will present 
Black with the d5-square. 



4...a 6 

Black should better oust im¬ 
mediately the enemy bishop to e2, 
since there it will impede the pro¬ 
tection of the pawn on e4 by the 
rook on el. 

It would not be so precise for 
Black to play 4...M6, in view of 
5.§el a6 6Ml± and White would 
be perfectly prepared for c2-c3 
and d2-d4. In addition, in re¬ 
sponse to 6...e6. White can choose 
the more ambitious move 7.e5!, 
for example: 7...®d5 8.c4 <Sc7, 
Hamdouchi - Lukov, Cannes 
1999 and here after 9.d4! cxd4 
10.Jlg5, he can exchange the im¬ 
portant enemy dark-squared 
bishop. 10...j|,e7 (Black fails to 
avoid this exchange: 10...f6? 11. 
exf6 gxf612.©e5+-) Il.i.xe7'®xe7 
12.©xd4±, followed by €)bl-c3- 
e4-d6, after which White’s knight 


will occupy a dominating posi¬ 
tion, while Black will hardly man¬ 
age to develop his bishop on c8 
without material losses. 

4...e6 5.Sel ©f6 (after 5...a6 
6.M1 d6, Plenkovic - Ljubicic, Sto- 
brec 2003, 7.c3!? £)f6 8.d4 cxd4 

9. cxd4± White occupies the cen¬ 
tre) 6.c3 a6 7.Ml d5 8.e5 ©d7 9. 
d4 ?ic6, Tan - Charbonneau, Oro- 
pesa del Mar 2001. White’s space 
advantage promises him better 
prospects in the middle game. He 
can obtain an advantage in many 
different ways, but possibly the 
most precise would be the move 

10. a3!?±, followed by b2-b4. 

5.!e2 



White’s plans include c2-c4, 
®bl-c3 and d2-d4, which after 
the exchange on d4 will lead to a 
favourable version for him of the 
Paulsen system (l.e4 c5 2.M3 e6 
3.d4 cxd4 4.4hxd4 a6 5x4), since 
Black’s knight on a5 is misplaced. 

He has three basic possibilities 
in this position: A) 5...d6, B) 

5...H5 and C) 5...e6, 
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Le4c52.hf3 foc6 3.kb5 foa5 4.0-0 a6 5.ke2 d6 6.c3 


Black cannot equalise with 5... 
g6, because he fails to develop his 
bishop to g7, since White has the 
energetic possibility 6.d4, for ex¬ 
ample: 6...cxd4 7.Sxd4! Qf6 8.e5 
©c6 9.fflh4 5jh5, Parligras - Mo- 
raru, BaileTusnad 1999,10.©c3!? 
©g7 (Black is forced to continue 
to waste tempi on manoeuvres 
with his knights, because he loses 
after 10...ilg7? due to ll.g4+-) 
ll.Sdl £f5 12 Jfe4 h5 13.1g5 kg7 
I4.©d5+ Black lags in develop¬ 
ment, while White’s pieces are 
much more actively deployed. 

It is bad for Black to choose 
here 5...£if6, since his knight-ma¬ 
noeuvres take too much time. 
6.e5 ■?id5 7.d4 cxd4 8.c4! White 
continues to chase the enemy 
knight. 8...£)b4 (8...£lc7 9.®xd4±) 

9.<2ixd4 e6, Koronowski - Lausch, 
Germany 1991, 10.a3!? £ibc6 11. 
©f3 ®e7 12.&C3 £ig6 13.©e4±, 
followed by kg5 and £id6. 


A) 5...d6 

Black prevents c2-c4, since he 
would counter it with e7-e5 and 
White would be incapable of ad¬ 
vancing d2-d4. 

6.c3 

White is preparing d2-d4. 

Still, it is also good for him to 
play immediately 6.d4 cxd4 7. 
@xd4!? White wishes to advance 
c2-c4, obtaining a pawn-struc¬ 
ture, analogous to the Maroczy 
system. 7...©c6 8.©e3 g6 9.h3 


(preventing ^g4) 9...i,g7 10.c4 
©f6 ll.<ac3 0-012.Sdlld713.Sbl 
©c7 14.b3 Sfd8 15.ib2± White 
has extra space, while Black has 
no pawn-weaknesses indeed, but 
has no counterplay either, Dmit¬ 
riev - Lisenko, Orel 1996. 

6...M6 7.d4 



7...ig4 

Black cannot equalise with 
7...©xe4 8.dxc5 ®c6 9.cxd6 f :xd6 

10. M4±, because White prevents 
e7-e5 and is threatening to com¬ 
promise Black's pawn-structure 
at an opportune moment with the 
move i:xh6. 

Following 7...cxd4 8.cxd4±, 
White has a powerful pawn-cen¬ 
tre. It would be very risky for 
Black to accept the pawn-sacri¬ 
fice. 8...£>xe4 9.d5 b5 lO.Sel £>f6 

11. b4 ®c4 12.a4 id7 13.®c3± (fol¬ 
lowed by <5bd4) and his extra pawn 
would be a small consolation for 
Black, since his king is stranded 
in the centre and his pawn on b5 
is very weak. 
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8.d5 

White is occupying space. 

It is also good for him to play 
8.©bd2!?±, preserving the ten¬ 
sion in the centre. 

8.. .b6 9.h3 txf3 10.&xf3 

As a result of the exchange, 
White has not only protected his 
e4-pawn, but has also obtained 
the two-bishop advantage. 

10.. .g6 11.M4 



He is preparing the opening of 
the game in the centre. 

Il...ig7 12.e5 dxe513.1xe5 
0-0, Janev - Ljubicic, Opatija 
2003. Now, White should prevent 
the move £>c4 with 14.@e2!?, for 
example: 14...Sa7 (Black loses 
the exchange after 14...£)xd5 15. 
ixg7 &xg7 16.©e5+ 5lf6 17. 
Jlxa8±) 15.§dl± White has extra 
space and two powerful bishops, 
while Black will have to lose time 
in order to bring his knight on a5 
into the actions. 


B) 5...b5 



Black prepares the develop¬ 
ment of his bishop to the b7- 
square and impedes the enemy 
pawn-advance c2-c4. 

6. a4 

Now, Black’s queenside pawn- 
structure will be weakened. 

6...b4 

It would be bad for Black to 
choose here 6...iLb7?!, since he 
would lag in development and 
the opening of the game would be 
in favour of White. 7.axb5 axb5 
8.!xb5 !xe4 9.©c3 ib7 10.£ie5 
Qf6 11.d4 e6 12.d5! This break¬ 
through is decisive. 12...i,d6 
13.‘2ixd7!, Czarnota - Sopur, Kar- 
pacz 2008,13... l Eixd7 14.dxe6+- 

7. d4 
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I.e4 c5 2Jhf3 Chc6 3.±b5 $)a5 4.0-0 a6 5.ke2 b5 6.a4 


White opens the game in the 
centre and wishes to exploit his 
lead in development as well as the 
vulnerability of the enemy b4- 
pawn. 

7.. .cxd4 

After 7...e6, Bitman - Gorba¬ 
tov, Moscow 1997, White can ac¬ 
quire advantageously more space 
with the move 8.d5!?, for exam¬ 
ple: 8...ib7 9.c4 @c7 10.!e3 ie7 
ll.£>bd2± Black’s position is 
cramped and his knight on a5 has 
no moves. 

8.&xd4 

After this move there arise po¬ 
sitions typical for some of the ba¬ 
sic lines of the Sicilian Defence. 

We can recommend to the 
readers who do not have any ex¬ 
perience in playing similar posi¬ 
tions the move 8.©xd4!?, for ex¬ 
ample: 8...©c6 9.®d3!? (It is also 
possible for White to opt for 
9.®e3± Gusev - Zubarev, Serpuk¬ 
hov 2004, but then he will not 
have the possibility to develop his 
bishop to f4 or g5.) 9...e6 10.£ibd2 
€if6 ll.£sc4± Black lags in devel¬ 
opment and his queenside pawns 
have been weakened, while 
White’s knight is perfectly placed 
on c4. 

8.. .1b7 9.c3 

He must play energetically; 
otherwise, if Black completes his 
development. White’s opening 


advantage would evaporate. 



9.. .e6 

Black does not exchange on c3 
in order to impede the develop¬ 
ment of White’s knight on bl. 

10.cxb4 

It would not be so precise for 
White to choose here 10.M3 ©f6 
ll.Sel, Gashimov - Vea, Gibraltar 
2009, ll...§c8!?oo 

10.. .1xb4 ll.id2 

He wishes to advance b2-b4, 
which would be impossible with a 
black bishop on b4. 
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Black wishes by all means to 
thwart the formation of a white 
passed pawn on the queenside, 
Plachetka - Ivanets, Gmunden 
2007. 

Il...!xd2 12.£xd2 ©f6 (12... 
Sb6 13.®c2 @xb2 14.£ie3 - see 

11.. ,ffb6) 13.b4 ®c6 14.©xc6 ixc6 
15.b5 axb5 16.axb5 ilb7 (It would 
be too risky for Black to try here 

16.. .1.xe4 17.5lxe4 £1x64 18.Sd4 
5lf6 19.Sxa8 !fxa8 20.9b4! This 
is a very precise move. White pre¬ 
pares the advance of his b-pawn 
and prevents Black from castling. 

20.. .@e4 21.ffa3 @xe2 22Jfa8+ 
&e7 23.®xh8 ©e8 24.@xh7 @xb5 
25.SM+ White has excellent pros¬ 
pects of realising his material ad¬ 
vantage.) 17.e5 $ld5, Vasenina - 
Markelova, Moscow 2011, 18. 
©c4!? 0-0 19.Sd4± - The passed 
pawn on b5 is very powerful and 
White has in addition an excellent 
outpost on d6 for his knight. 

12.£>c2!? 

He eliminates the blockade of 
the b4-square. 

White maintains a slight edge 
too after 12.1,xb4!? Hxb4 13.Sfd2 
ffxd2 14.&xd2 ®f6 15.f3 ©c6 16. 
£lxc6 ,sxc6 17.b4±, followed by 
b4-b5, creating an outside passed 
pawn. This line has however a 
drawback that there would be 
just a few pieces left on the board 
and White’s advantage might 
prove insufficient to win the 
game. 



It would be tremendously dan¬ 
gerous for Black to accept the 
pawn-sacrifice due to his lag in 
development. 12...^.xd2 13.‘£lxd2 
Bxb2 14.'~ie3 (creating the threat 
, 5jd2-c4-d6) 14...1fd4 15.@cl !c6 
16.Sdl Sf6 17.£sec4 &xc4 18.©xc4 
©e7 19.®d6+ *f8 20.ga3. White 
brings his rook into the actions 
along the third rank. From there, 
it may go to f3, or to g3, taking 
part in the attack against the ene¬ 
my king, as well as to d3, increas¬ 
ing the pressure on the d-file. 

20...@e5 21.a5! White fixes the 
enemy pawn on a6 and creates an 
outpost for his knight. 21...h5 22. 
<Slc4 @b8 23.®b6 §a7 24.@c5 ffd8 
25.Sad3+ Black has an extra pawn 
indeed, but must fight long and 
hard for a draw, because his piec¬ 
es are discoordinated and obvi¬ 
ously lack mobility, contrary to 
their counterparts. 

13.b4 ®c6 

It would be too risky for Black 
to choose the seemingly active 
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line: 13...®b3 14.i4.e3 fic7 15.Sa2 
jyce4 16. ; Lca3 ;4,d517.M3+ and af¬ 
ter the exchange on d5, Black’s 
knight might fail to evacuate from 
the b3-square. 

14.!e3 ®c7 15.b5± 

White's superior development 
and his powerful passed b-pawn 
promise him long lasting initia¬ 
tive. 


C) 5...e6 

This is a solid move, but has 
the drawback that does not pre¬ 
vent White’s plans. 

6.c4 



6...$e7 

It is bad for Black to choose 
here 6...d5, because White is 
much better prepared for the 
opening of the game in the centre. 
7. exd5 exd5 8.cxd5 <Shf6 9.d4 J4e7 

10.dxc5 @xd5 ll.b4 &c6 12.a3± 
Black has no compensation for 
the pawn, Ramiro Ovejero - Llor- 
ente Zaro, La Roda 2010. 


6...®c7 7.©c3 Qf6 (It would be 
more reliable for Black to choose 
now 7...$}e7, Lebedev - Fominyh, 
Moscow 1994 and White’s sim¬ 
plest reaction against this would 
be 8.d4!? cxd4 9.©xd4 - see 6 ... 
Qe7.) 8.e5 £g4 9.d4 £)c6 (9...cxd4 
10.®xd4 h5 Il.i4f4±, followed by 
£sc3-e4-d6) 10.j4f4 cxd4, Fernan¬ 
do - Pinheiro, Lisbon 2001. 



Il.£)e4!? Black has an extra 
pawn, but his defence would be 
very difficult. Il...£sgxe5. This is a 
principled move (Following ll...f5 

12. ©xd4 fxe4 13.itxg4i, White re¬ 
gains his material and preserves 
his lead in development, while his 
e5-pawn is not weaker at all than 
Black’s e4-pawn.). 12.©xe5 Qxe5 

13. ®xd4 £>c6 (Black will still have 
problems after 13...5)f3+ 14„t,xf3 
®xf4 15.§adl=, followed by §fel 
and c4-c5. He will hardly manage 
to complete his development, 
since White’s queen on d4 not 
only exerts powerful pressure 
against the d7-square, but also 
against the g7-square, forcing 
Black’s bishops to protect these 
pawns.) 14.@d2 e5. Black defends 
against Qd6, but weakens the d5- 
square. 15.i4e3 Ae7 16.®c3 ®d6 
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17.£d5 £d8 18.Hadl 0-0 19.®b6 
Sxd2 20.8xd2 lxb6 21.&xb6S 
White has more than sufficient 
compensation for the sacrificed 
pawn in this endgame. In order to 
complete the development of his 
queenside pieces, Black will have 
to advance sooner or later d7-d6, 
giving back the extra material, af¬ 
ter which White will maintain a 
long lasting advantage thanks to 
his bishop-pair and the pawn-ma¬ 
jority on the queenside. 

Black played a bit too original¬ 
ly in the game Korze - Pirs, Email 
2011. Still, originally does not 
necessarily mean well... 6...b6 
7.©c3£e7 8.d4<S}g6 
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Black refrains in vain from 
capturing on d4 (It was still better 
for him to choose 8...cxd4 9. 
■Slxd4±). 9.d5 e5. Now, there aris¬ 
es a position, typical for the clas¬ 
sical Benoni, but in a bad version 
for Black. He has lost a tempo for 
the movee6-e5 and the moves a7- 
a6, b7-b6,<Slc6-a5 are not particu¬ 
larly useful either. 10.h4. White 
cramps his opponent’s position 
even more with the flank march of 
his pawn. 10...d6 Il.h5©e712.§bl 


,4d7 13.£h2 £c8 14.f4 exf4 15. 
ixf4 ie7 16.h6 g6 17.b3 0-0 
18.@d2 5ib7 19.v ig4±, followed by 
i?f2, gbfl, m2. 

7.d4 cxd4 8.©xd4 ©c7 9. 
©c3 



■ i A . - > 


9.. .£>g6 

Black cannot win a pawn with 
the move 9...©xc4?!, because of 
10.Qdb5! axb5 ll.Qxb5 ®c6 12. 
,ixc4± The opening of the c-file 
has turned out to be in favour of 
White. Later, he can follow with 
ild3 and then ild2, creating the 
threat Scl and <Sc7. 

10.®a4 

White’s knight will support 
from here the pawn-advance c4- 
c5 and will also eye the weak b6- 
square. 

10.. .b6 ll.ie3 §b8 12.8cl 
£e713.«d2 ®c6 14.c5T 

White has managed to ad¬ 
vance c4-c5 and has seized com¬ 
pletely the initiative on the queen¬ 
side, Naiditsch - Stuemer, Deizis- 
au 2013. 
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Conclusion 

In order to obtain an advantage after the move 3...©a5, White must 
play very enterprisingly and precisely. For example, his most popular 
plan, connected with c2-c3 and the transfer of the bishop to the c2- 
square, does not promise him any advantage, because Black attacks the 
enemy bishop and wins tempi in order to advance d7-d5. White must 
retreat his bishop to e2 and then choose a plan depending on Black's 
reaction. 

Following 5...d6, White can occupy the centre with his pawns and 
after c2-c3 and d2-d4, he will maintain a comfortable advantage. 

After 5...b5, White's plan will be connected with the creation of a 
passed pawn on the queenside. In order to accomplish this, he must 
play a2-a4, provoking b5-b4 and follow this with d2-d4 and c2-c3. In 
this position, the basic fight will be focused on the b4-square. 

Following 5...e6, White will play c2-c4 and then ©c3 and d2-d4, 
entering the Paulsen variation in a very good version. 
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l.e4 c5 2.&f3 £>c6 3.1b5 &d4 



This move resembles the Bird 
Defence in the Ruy Lopez (l.e4 e5 
2.£if3 ®c6 3.itb5 Qd4) and it was 
played for the first time by D. 
Harrwitz a long time ago in the 
year 1853. It is used sometimes 
even nowadays by some grand¬ 
masters, but has not acquired any 
particular popularity. The basic 
drawback of 3...©d4 is that this 
move does not contribute to the 
development of Black’s pieces 
and White establishes a lead in 
development and often begins an 
early kingside attack. 

4.®xd4 cxd4 5.0-0 

This is an elastic move. White 
does not determine his plans yet. 
Having in mind that the pawn on 
d4 restricts the development of 


White’s knight on bl, then later, 
depending on Black’s reaction, 
White can develop his knight on 
c3 (after the preliminary move 
c2-c3 and the following exchange 
on d4), as well as on d2 (after d2- 
d3). 



Now, Black must decide where 
he will develop his dark-squared 
bishop. 

He can place it on the a3-f8 di¬ 
agonal either immediately after 
B) 5...e6, or following the pre¬ 
liminary move A) 5...a6, He can 
also try to fianchetto it with C) 
5...g6. 

The alternatives for him are 
only seldom played. 
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5..M6 6.e5 £id5 7.c3 e6 (7... 
©b6 8.a4 e6 9.©g4± Zawadka - 
Reede, Email 2010) 8.®fg4. After 
this energetic move Black cannot 
hold on to his d4-pawn and is 
forced to exchange it on c3. In ad¬ 
dition, White’s queen on g4 exerts 
pressure against the g7-square 
and prevents the development of 
the bishop on f8. 8...dxc3, Gaga¬ 
rin - Dragicevic, Stockholm 2005, 
9.5jxc3!? White wishes to trade 
the active enemy knight. 9...a6 

10..t.a4 b5 ll.ii.b3 <Sxc3 12.dxc3 
@c7 13.®g3 g6 14.§dl Ig7 15.1f4 
,t,b716.h4± White’s plan is to dou¬ 
ble his rooks on the d-file and to 
advance h4-h5, seizing complete¬ 
ly the initiative. 

It would be bad for Black to 
choose here 5...e5?!, because later 
he would not have the possibility 
after i,c4 to cover his f7-square 
with the move e7-e6. Meanwhile, 
the placement of his pawn on e5 
will help White to open the f-file 
(after f2-f4). 6.d3 a6. Black wish¬ 
es to remove the enemy bishop 
from the a4-e8 diagonal, so that 
he could play later d7-d6. 7.ila4 
b5 8.ii,b3 ©f6 9.f4 d6, Faraci - 
Surnom, corr. 1979,10.©f3!? ile6 
ll.±xe6 fxe6 12.a4! White opens a 
second front. 12...§c8 13.5la3± 
Black lags in development and he 
would hardly manage to protect 
all his weaknesses without further 
material losses. 

After 5...©b6 6.a4 a6 7.ik4 e6 
8.d3, there arise positions like in 


variation A, except that Black has 
played the not obligatory move 
®b6. This circumstance is much 
rather in favour of White, since 
Black will have problems with the 
development of his bishop on c8 
(he does not have the possibility 
b7-b5). 8...<&e7 9.®d2 <&c6 10.f4± 
(preparing f4-f5) and Black will 
have great problems to parry his 
opponent’s attack. Later, in the 
game Zelcic - Kozul, Split 2001, 
Black made numerous mistakes 
and was crushed. 10...Wd8 11.©g4 
d6 12.©f3. This was the only im¬ 
precise move by White in this 
game (Tt was stronger for him to 
play 12.f5! ®e5 13.ffg3±, or im¬ 
mediately 12.9g3!?±). 12...ild7 
(Here, Black overlooked the pos¬ 
sibility to exploit the juxtaposi¬ 
tion of his bishop on c8 and his 
opponent’s queen with the move 

12...d5!±, although even then 
White would have preserved his 
advantage thanks to his lead in 
development.) 13.©g3 §c8 14. 
f5+- The material is equal in¬ 
deed, but Black’s position is hope¬ 
less. He has no defence against 
ftf3-g5, followed by 4ixf7. 14... 
©b6 15.&g5 £>d8 16.£ixf7 £>xf7 
17.fxe6 £>e5 18.exd7+ &xd7 19. 
I,e6+ 1-0. This game illustrates 
perfectly Black’s difficulties in the 
variation with 3...©d4, connected 
with his lag in development and 
his unsafe king in the centre of the 
board. 


A) 5...a6 6.!c4 
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The attempt to open the game 
in the centre 6. ,&f6 7.d3 d5 8. 
exd5 ®xd5, Leskovar - Danner, 
Rijeka 2011, will not promise an 
easy life for Black after 9.@h5!? 
and suddenly, he will will have 
problems with the protection of 
his d4-pawn. 9...e6 (9...iLe6 10. 
@e5 &c7 ll.©d2 lxc4 12.dxc4 
©e6 13.f4±, followed by ©b3 and 
f5) 10.ibcd5 Wxd5 11.9xd5 exd5 
12.©d2 ic5 13.®b3 Ib6 14.if4± 
Black can hardly parry his oppo¬ 
nent’s threats, connected with 
M4-e5-d4 and M4-d6-c5. 

After 6...b5, White should bet¬ 
ter choose the modest move 7. 
iLb3 (The seemingly attractive 
piece-sacrifice 7,±xf7+ Axf7 8. 
Sh5+ g6 9.Sd5+ e6 10.Sxa8 ©c7 
ll.d3, Carmaciu - Vladescu, Bu¬ 
charest 2007, would not bring 
anything good for White after 
the move ll...£le7!oD, defending 
against M4, followed by ©c6 and 
ilb7. White will need to work hard 
in order to evacuate his queen 
from the a8-square.) 7..Ab7 (7... 


e6 8.d3 - see 6...e6) 8.d3 d5. This 
move looks very risky, since Black 
lags in development and the 
opening of the game should be in 
favour of White (11 wou Id be more 
reliable for Black to opt for 8...e6 
- see 6...e6.). 9.a4 e6, Savic - Ga- 
jic, Senta 2010 (It is worse for 
Black to opt for 9...dxe4 10.axb5± 
and he cannot play 10...axb5? in 
view of ll.@h5! He would be inca¬ 
pable of countering the activity of 
White’s queen. 11...e6 12.9xb5+ 
®d713.3xa8+ ixa8 14.@b8+ Sd8 
15.1a4+ *e7 16.ig5+ f6 17.@a7+ 
*d6 18.±d2+-) 10.exd5!? £xd5 
ll.J,xd5 9xd5 12.axb5 axb5 13.c4! 
@b7 14.Sxa8+ ®xa8 15.cxb5 ®f6 
16.7x12+ White has an extra b- 
pawn, despite its being doubled. 
Black will still need two tempi in 
order to castle. 

7.d3 b5 

After 7...‘5je7, the simplest re¬ 
sponse for White would be 8. 
J,b3!?, so that this bishop would 
not be attacked later with the 
move d7-d5. 8...<£c6 9.f4±, fol¬ 
lowed by 5ibl-d2-f3. White ob¬ 
tains an advantage playing analo¬ 
gously to the main line. 

8.ib3 4b7 9.f4 

He is preparing an attack 
against Black’s king with the 
move f4-f5. 

9...®f6 

It would be too risky for Black 
to opt for 9...d5 due to 10.f5! e5, 
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Basagic - Miladinovic, Ohrid 
2001, ll.exd5!? £)f6 (ll...lxd5 12. 
gel«fd6 13.1xd5Hxd5 14x4! Wc5 
15.@f3±, followed by 5,bl-d2-e4, 
with a great lead in development 
for White. In addition, the light 
squares are very weak in Black's 
camp.) 12.Wel ©c7 13x4 dxc3 
l4.£>xc3 le7 15.1g5± White has 
an extra pawn, despite its being 
doubled. 

Following 9...§c8 10.®d2 Qf6 
11.a4 b4, Kubasky - Nagy, Slova¬ 
kia 2000, White can begin imme¬ 
diate active actions on the king- 
side with: 12,f5!?± 

10.©d2 



This knight is headed for the 
f3-square in order to attack the 
e4-pawn and can also join in the 
attack against Black’s king after 
£>f3-g5. 10...ic5 ll.£>f3 0-0 
12.id2 @c7 13.®el. Black has 
no counterplay, so White can 
bring patiently reserves (his 
queen will be headed for the 114- 
square in order to strengthen the 
attack against the enemy king). 


13...d6 14.®h4 a5 15.a4 b4, 

Fomichenko - Yakovenko, Lu¬ 
gansk 2007, 16.f5!? exf5 17. 
£lg5-> White has sacrificed a 
pawn and opened the diagonal for 
his bishop and the f-file for his 
rook. Black can hardly manage to 
bring his queenside pieces into 
the defence of his king. 


B) 5...e6 6.d3 

White plans to develop his 
pieces analogously to variation A. 



About 6...a6 7.^,c4 - see 5...a6. 

It would not be so precise for 
Black to opt for 6...ilc5, because 
of 7.®fg4!? and he will have prob¬ 
lems with the protection of his g7- 
pawn. 7...W6 8.f4 9g6 9.@f3 f5 
10.exf5 ®xf5 11.g4 fff7 12.f5 £ie7, 
Bologan - Gillani, Manila 1992, 
13.5ld2!±, followed by <Sid2-e4-g5, 
bringing the knight into the at¬ 
tack. 

Following 6...©e7 7.4bd2 Qc6, 
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White should better continue 
with 8.Bg4!?, impeding the devel¬ 
opment of the enemy bishop on 
f8. (It would not be so convincing 
for him to choose instead 8.'Tied, 
P.Smirnov - Chernyuk, Voronezh 
2012, because of 8...d5 9.£>e5 ¥?c7 
10. M4 iLd6 ll.exd5 Jlxe5 12.dxc6 
0-0 13.cxb7 ikxb7 14.ii,xe5 Sxe5 
\5Ac4 figS- and despite his extra 
pawn, the position remains dou¬ 
ble-edged, since Black has good 
attacking prospects on the king- 
side.) 8...h5 9.©e2±, followed by 
f2-f4, <£id2-f3 and eventually ®g5. 
Black can hardly find a safe haven 
for his king, because his kingside 
has been weakened by the move 
h7-h5. 

7.&d2 



7...a6 

After 7...Wc7 8.®f3 lc5 9.e5 
©d5, White should continue 
with 10.ilc4!?, ousting the enemy 
knight from the centre (The posi¬ 
tion is not so clear after 10.@e2 
b6 llJkd2 Jib7oc Black’s light- 
squared bishop will exert power¬ 


ful pressure against the enemy 
king on the long diagonal, Tim- 
man - Vonthron, Germany 
2006.) 10...<Be7 ll.id2 0-0 12x3. 
The d4-pawn cramps White’s po¬ 
sition, so he should better trade it. 
12...dxc3 13.1xc3 d5 14.ib3 ld7 
15.d4 J£b6 16.@d3± - There has 
arisen a position with a space ad¬ 
vantage for White. He can play on 
the kingside (®f3-g5, ikc2), as 
well as on the queenside (dou¬ 
bling his rooks on the c-file and 
eventually iLc3-b4-d6). 

8.ia4 b5 

Black solves the problem with 
the development of his bishop on 
c8, but later, he may have difficul¬ 
ties with the protection of his b- 
pawn. 

9.1b3 d6 10.a4 ib7 ll.©f3 
®b6 12.c3 dxc3 13.bxc3 Ae7 

14. J,e3co Black’s b5-pawn is weak 
and he must lose some time in or¬ 
der to evacuate his king away 
from the centre, Kosikov - Zigu- 
ra, Kiev 2000. 


C) 5...g6 6.c3 
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I.e4 c5 2.^hf3 ®c6 3.kb5 §3d4 4.$3xd4 cd 5.0-0 g6 6.c3 


Now, contrary to the variation 
with e7-e6, Black will hardly man¬ 
age to hold on to the d4-square, 
because he would not have the 
manoeuvre ®g8-e7-c6. 

6.. .1g7 

Giving up the centre for Black 
with 6...dxc3 leads to a stable ad¬ 
vantage for White. 7.©xc3 J3,g7 

8. d4 a6 9.iLe2 d6 10.^,e3 e6, Mar¬ 
tin - Sanchez Delgado, Madrid 
2007. Now, he can exploit Black’s 
lag in development and the vul¬ 
nerability of his d6-pawn with the 
line: ll.@a4+! M7 12.@b4 ®b8 
13.if4± 

6.. .@b6 7,ic4 ig7 8.d3 e6 
(Black loses his castling rights af¬ 
ter 8...d6 9.Sa4+! And he cannot 
play 9...kd7? due to 10J3,xf7+-) 

9. cxd4 itxd4 10.®c3 a6 ll.£ie2. 
White ousts the enemy bishop 
from the centre and plans to ad¬ 
vance d3-d4. Il...lg7 12.M>3 &e7 
13.±e3 @a5, S.Kasparov - Her¬ 
nandez Lopez, San Sebastian 
2006 (13...ffd8 14.ffd2 0-0 15. 
itg5 d6, Jansa - Vokac, Trencian- 
ske Teplice 1979, 16.d4± - with a 
very powerful pawn-centre for 
White). Now, he maintains a 
slight but stable edge with 14. 
ffc2!? 0-0 15.§acl± with excellent 
prospects on the c-file, while 
Black will have problems to bring 
his light-squared bishop into the 
actions. 

7.cxd4 J.xd4 8.5jc3 



8.. .a6 

About 8..Ag7 9.d4 - see 6... 
dxc3. 

It seems less precise for Black 
to choose here 8...®f6, because 
this move closes the way for his 
dark-squared bishop to retreat 
back to his camp. 9. ©e2 l;b6 10. 
e5 ©d5 11.d4 0-0 12.ic4 &c7 13. 
Jih6 ge8 14.@b3± White provokes 
the move e7-e6, in order to ex¬ 
ploit later the vulnerability of the 
dark squares in his opponent’s 
camp with <Se2-g3-e4-f6(d6). 
Black is faced with a rather un¬ 
pleasant defence, Leventic - Mus- 
lija, Pula 2000. 

8.. .e6 9.@a4. It is important 
for White to eliminate the block¬ 
ade of the d4-square. 9...@b6, Sal- 
gado Lopez - Gandrud, Helsingor 
2012, 10.!c4!? ®e7 ll.©b5 0-0 
12.®xd4 ffxd4 13.d3 d5 14.ie3! 
White sacrifices a pawn and com¬ 
pletes his development. 14...@xb2 
15.ib5 a6 16.§abl Wg7 17.ic5± 
Black has an extra pawn indeed, 
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but his position is very difficult, 
because all his pawns are placed 
on light squares and he is incapa¬ 
ble of countering White’s power¬ 
ful bishop on c5. 

9.®a4 ®b6 

Black is trying to prevent d2-d4. 

His position will be very diffi¬ 
cult after 9..Ag7 10.d4±, while 
following 10...Sb8? Heischmann 
- Schmitt, Bad Wiessee 1997, 
White has the resource ll.ii.f4! 
axb5 12.@a7+- 



10.ic4 

He is preparing ©b5. 


It is also very good for White 
to choose here 10.£>d5!? Wc5 11. 
©c7+ sfcf8 12.ftxa8 axb5 13.®b3 
d6 14.®d5 @xd5 15.exd5 M5 16. 
d3!± Basiliev - Haluschka, FICGS 
2008. 

10.. .e6 ll.®b5 £g7 12.®a3 

He impedes Black’s castling. 

12.. .M8 



13.b4! White prepares j|b2. 
13...ig7 14.ib2 ©f6 15.e5 £>e4 
16.d3 0-0 17.dxe4 axb5 18. 
®xa8 bxc4 19.@a4± Black's 
compensation for the exchange is 
insufficient, Muller - Vetter, In¬ 
ternet 2011. 


Conclusion 

After the move 3...®d4, White obtains an advantage in the opening 
effortlessly. 

If Black plays e7-e6, White replies with d2-d3, followed by 5 d2, f2- 
f4, ©d2-f3, .id 2, lfdl-el-h4, f4-f5, organising a powerful kingside at¬ 
tack. 

If Black chooses a flank development of his bishop (5...g6), then 
White attacks the enemy d4-pawn with c2-c3, followed by Sa4, in or¬ 
der after the exchange on c3 to occupy the centre with the move d2-d4. 
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l.e4 c5 2.£lf3 ®c6 3.j|,b5 a6 



This move is played relatively 
often, but grandmasters use it 
only very seldom. The reason is 
very simple. In the basic lines of 
the Rossolimo Attack White often 
captures voluntarily on c6. For 
example, he does this in response 
to 3...e6, or 3...g6, which will be 
analysed in Chapters 8-11. Natu¬ 
rally, the moves 3...e6 and 3...g6 
are more useful for Black than 3... 
a6. In fact, in this chapter there 
will often arise positions from the 
variations with 3...e6, or 3...g6, 
but in a worsened version for 
Black. 

4.J,xc6 

Now Black has a choice with 
which pawn to capture on c6: A) 

4...bxc6, or B) 4...dxc6, 


A) 4...bxc6 

This capture is according to 
the rules - with the pawn towards 
the centre. Black impedes howev¬ 
er the development of his own 
bishop on c8. 

5.0-0 



5.. .d6 

He prepares the move e7-e5, 
occupying the centre. 

White obtains easily the ad¬ 
vantage after Black’s alternatives 
as well. 

5.. Mc7. He is trying to advance 
e7-e5. 6.Eel e5 7x3. White leads 
in development, so he must play 
energetically. With his last move, 
he has prepared the opening of 
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the centre with d2-d4. 7...7f6 (7... 
d6 8.d4 cxd4 9.cxd4 iig4, Komlia- 
kov - Unni, ICC 2000,10.©bd2!? 
7>f6 ll.h3 ih5 12.®c4 &d7 13.1d2 
a5 14.Scl±, followed by g2-g4, 
ffdl-a4 and Black will hardly 
manage to protect his pawn- 
weaknesses on the queenside, 
since he lags considerably in de¬ 
velopment.) 8.d4 cxd4 9.cxd4 d6 
10.@c2 &d7 (10...£g4? Il.dxe5 
dxe5 12.5'ixe5 i;b4 13. id 2 ,'i,xd2 
14.‘uxd2+- Ivanovic - Scekic, Ce- 
tinje 2009) 11.7c3 ffb7 12.dxe5 
©xe5 13.51x65 dxe5 14.ie3 Ae7 
15.7sa4 0-0 16.1,c5±. White de¬ 
prives his opponent of the two- 
bishop advantage. Later Black 
will have to fight long and hard 
for a draw, because he has no 
compensation for his queenside 
pawn-weaknesses. 

5...®f6. This move seems very 
risky, since Black lags in devel¬ 
opment anyway, while now he 
will have to lose time for manoeu¬ 
vres with his knight. 6.e5 7sd5 7. 
c4 


9.@xd4 i,b7 10.ile3± and his 
knight on b6 is much worse placed 
on b6 than on c7, Kozel - Ma- 
nukian, Yalta 1995). 8.d4 cxd4 
9.ffxd4. This is a standard re¬ 
source for similar positions. 
White’s queen is transferred to 
the h4-square and from there it 
will participate in the attack 
against the enemy monarch if 
Black castles kingside. 9...5le6 10. 
Bh4 h6. Black prevents the ex¬ 
change of the bishops. (10...g6 
ll.ih6 ®b6 12.ixf8 gxf8 13.b3 
±b7 14.©c3± - He will have great 
problems to evacuate his king 
away from the centre due to the 
vulnerability of his e7-pawn, 
moreover that his h7-pawn is 
hanging too, Godena - Trumpf, 
Mendrisio 1999.). 11.7>c3 g6 12. 
gel Ig7 13.®e4 @c7 14.id2 Sb8 
15.1c3. White has transferred his 
bishop to c3 in order to protect 
his e5-pawn. 15...c5, Hasangatin 
- Kravtsov, St Petersburg 1999. 
Here, after the simple tactical 
strike 16.7id6+!, White could 
have increased considerably his 



advantage. 16. ..&f817.7sxc8 Bxc8 
18.gadl lfc7 19.Sd5±. Black’s po¬ 
sition is very difficult. His pieces 
are discoordinated, his bishop on 
g7 is restricted by his own e5- 
pawn and the king cannot occupy 
the h7-square due to the weak¬ 
ness of the e7-pawn. 

5...g6. Black prepares the de- 


7...©c7. This knight is headed velopment of his bishop to g7. 


for the e6-square (It is just bad for 6.d4!? This is an interesting move. 


Black to play 7...<7ib6 8.d4! cxd4 After the trade of the pawns, 
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White wishes to capture on d4 
with his queen in order to impede 
the development of Black’s king- 
side pieces. 


6...cxd4 (Following 6..«ig7 7. 
dxc5 @a5, Stock - Coldewey, 
Gluecksburg 1988, White can try 
an interesting exchange-sacrifice: 
8.ie3! ixb2 9.©bd2 Ixal lO.ffxal 
®f6 11.&C4 Sd8 12.±h6! Sg8 13. 
We5+- and Black will be helpless 
against the threat ©d6; 10 ...f6 11. 
e5 lfd8 12.exf6 exf6 13.£te4+-; 

12...£sxf6 13. iih6+- threatening 
4bd2-e4, iLh6-g7, against which 
Black has again no satisfactory 
defence.) 7.Bxd4 ©f6 (7...f6 8.e5 
ig7 9.1f4 fxe5 lO.ixeS ®f6 11. 
@c4 @b612.£)c3 d5 13.®a4!±, fol¬ 
lowed by @c4-d4, ©a4-c5 and 
White’s pieces have occupied ex¬ 
cellent blocking positions in front 
of Black’s weakened pawns, Ma- 
gem Badals - Remon, Santa Clara 
1991.) 8.e5 ©d5 9.c4 ftb4 (9...&c7 
10.e6 f6 ll.exd7+ ®xd7, Otto - 
Boots, Alkmaar 1982, 12.ffe3!? 
ig7 13.<Sc3±) 10.®c3 a5!? (It is 
worse for Black to play 10...c5 11. 
2lg5! itb7, Converset - Glinz, 
Buenos Aires 2002, 12.e6! f6 13. 
Sdl d6 14.(bf7+- and White will 


win material decisively.) \\M4 
ig7 12.®d2 0-0 13.<Sc3± - he has 
a clear-cut plan for the improve¬ 
ment of his position: Sal-dl, Sfl- 
el, Jle3-h6, ©c3-e4. White’s piec¬ 
es are obviously more active. 
Black has no satisfactory plan for 
his further actions. 

5...e6. One of the defects of 
this move is that now, Black’s 
light-squared bishop has no good 
prospects at all. 6.b3!? 


" V iill 
iSAf iF 

i M «S m 

y ^ a 




This is the simplest move for 
White. He is preparing to develop 
his bishop on a3. His plan in¬ 
cludes the trade of the dark- 
squared bishops (after d2-d4). 6... 
fee7 (It would be worse for Black 
to play here 6...©f6 7.e5 £sd5 8.c4 
£sb6 9.©c3 ie7 10.&e4 0-0 11. 
iLa3+- and he would lose his a3- 
pawn, V.Ivanov - Mikliailenko, 
Martin 1996.) 7.^a3 5lg6 8.d4 
cxd4 9.i,xf8 Sxf8 10.@xd4 
(diagram) 

White has not only managed 
to exchange advantageously the 
dark-squared bishops, but has de¬ 
prived his opponent’s king of the 
possibility to castle kingside. 10... 
f6. Black prepares to castle artifi- 
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dally (<i?e8-f7-g8) and begins a 
fight for the dark squares at the 
same time. (10...W6. This move 
looks rather dubious. Il.e5. Natu¬ 
rally, White avoids the trade of 
the queens, since Black’s king is 
protected much worse than its 
counterpart. 11...W4 12.@c5 f6, 
Girinath - Kiran, New Delhi 
2007,13.exf6!? Sxf6 14.©bd2 Sf5 
15.Sc3 *f8 16.&c4 4g8 17.3adl± 
Black has succeeded in evacuat¬ 
ing his king away from the centre, 
but is too far away from solving 
another problem - the develop¬ 
ment of his bishop on c8.) Il.c4± 
White is preparing £>c3. His posi¬ 
tion is much easier to play and 
Black’s careless move ll...d5?! 
Fernandez - Kiran, Pardubice 
2010, would enable his opponent 
to increase his advantage. 12.cxd5 
cxd5 13.<Sic3±. White has a supe¬ 
rior development and good at¬ 
tacking prospects against the en¬ 
emy king, which is still stranded 
in the centre of the board. 

5...d5. This is a logical move. 
Black occupies the centre and 
prepares the sortie of his bishop 
to the g4-square. Still, the chronic 
weakness of his doubled pawns 


provides White with a slight but 
stable edge. 6.d3 



After 6...e6, White obtains an 
advantage with the move 7x4!?, 
fixing the enemy pawn-weakness 
on c5. Later, he will transfer his 
bishop to a3 and his knight to a4 
in order to attack it. This plan 
(but with colours reversed) is of¬ 
ten encountered in the Nimzo- 
witsch Defence. 7...©f6 8.£lc3 Jte7 
9.ffe2 0-0 10.b3 Wc 7 U.£ia4± 
(followed by J.a3). Black is faced 
with a rather unpleasant defence, 
since he has no active counterplay 
on the kingside, Mokshanov - 
Chernyuk, Moscow 2012. 

6...J.g4 7.h3. It is best for 
White to clarify immediately the 
intentions of the enemy bishop on 
g4. 7...ilxf3 (After 7...khS, it is 
good for White to play 8x4!?, pre¬ 
paring the move @a4, in order to 
get rid of the pin. The trade of the 
queens after 8...dxe4, would not 
solve Black’s problems. 9.dxe4 
@xdl lO.Sxdl £)f6 11.g4 !g6 12x5 
<Sbd7 13x6! After this positional 
sacrifice, Black’s pawn-structure 
is weakened even more. In addi¬ 
tion, he would have to lose some 
more tempi in order to develop 
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his bishop on f8. 13...fxe6 14.©c3 
e 5 15.b3 e6 16.®g5 &e7 17.ie3±, 
followed by Qge4 and the dou¬ 
bling of the rooks on the d-fde, 
pareschi - Mokosak, ICCF 2007.) 
8,@xf3 e6 9.c4 ©f6 10.©c3 d4, 
Isserman - Sorm, Bad Homburg 
2008, ll.iLg5!? (It is also possible 
for White to choose the more po¬ 
sitional approach with ll.®a4±, 
followed by b2-b3 and J.a3, with 
the idea to squeeze the opponent 
with the protection of his c5- 
pawn.) Il...dxc3 12.e5 @c7 13.exf6 
cxb2 14.Sabi Sb8 15.Sfel+ fol¬ 
lowed by Sel-e2, or J,g5-d2-c3, 
regaining the pawn and maintain¬ 
ing the advantage thanks to his 
superior pawn-structure and a 
safer king. 

6.e5!? 

This move prevents the inten¬ 
tions of the opponent. 



6.. .d5 

6.. .g6 7.Sel ig7 8.£>c3 dxe5 
9.Qxe5 @c7, Kobyliansky - Maxi¬ 
mov, Alushta 2002, 10.Sfe2!?±. 
Black has no compensation for 


his isolated pawns on the c-file. 

6...ig4 7.h3 !h5 8.d3 e6 (8... 
d5 - see 6...d5) 9.exd6 itxd6 10. 
&bd2 £if6 ll.Sel 0-0 12.©c4 ic7 
13.g4 kg6 14.£)fe5± - Once again, 
White’s superior pawn-structure 
provides him with an advantage, 
Rinesi - Vayser, ICCF 2004. 

7.d3 iig4 

Black develops his bishop to 
an active position. 

After 7...e6, it seems a very 
good plan for White to transfer 
his knight to a4 and the bishop to 
a3. 8.&C3 a5 9.b3 !a6 10.1a3 
lb5, Black prevents 4ja4, but this 
knight finds another route. 11. 
®bl! d4 12.©bd2 ie7 13.&e4± 
and Black’s c5-pawn is very weak, 
Popescu - Rotariu, ICCF 2011. 



8.h3 ixf3 9.@xf3 e6 10. 
£c3 £ie7 ll.£ia4 ®g6 12.«e2 
£e7 13.b3 ®c7 14.f4 0-0 15. 

Aa3 ®a7, Lokvenc - Unzicker, 
Munich 1954. Here, White should 
choose the accurate move 16.c4±, 
fixing the weak enemy pawn and 
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depriving him of the tactical pos¬ 
sibilities, connected with the 
pawn-break c5-c4. 

B) 4...dxc6 

Now, Black should not have 
problems with the development 
of his bishop on c8. 

5.0-0 



His main responses here are: 

Bl) 5...g6, B2) 5...±g4 and B3) 

5...®c7. 

5.. .f6, K.Georgiev - Damlja- 
novic, Saint John 1988, 6.e5!?±, 
White prevents the move e7-e5, 
after which Black will have prob¬ 
lems with the development of his 
kingside pieces. 

5.. .£if6 6.d3 ®c7, A.Ivanov - 
Arzumanian, Kharkov 2006 (6... 
e6 - see 5...e6; 6...ilg4 - see 5... 
ig4) 7.e5!? ©d5 8.c4 <Sib6 9.©c3±, 
followed by ®c3-e4, is,e3, exerting 
pressure against the c5-pawn. 

It would not be logical for 
Black to choose 5...e6, since he re¬ 


stricts his bishop on c8 inside his 
own camp. 6.d3 ®c7 (6...©f6 7.a4 
a5 8.b3 Ie7 9.£b2 0-0 10.Qbd2±, 
followed by e4-e5, ©d2-e4, with 
very good attacking possibilities 
for White, Maki - Kytoniemi, 
Jyvaskyla 1993) 7.e5 f5 8.a4 a5 
9.©a3 5',e7 10.®c4 ®d5 ll.gel±. 
White has a much better pawn- 
structure, while Black lags in de¬ 
velopment, Hort - Kurajica, Vin- 
kovci 1976. 


Bl)5...g6 

Black is preparing the devel¬ 
opment of his bishop to an active 
position. 

6.d3 ig7 7.h3 



White restricts the enemy 
light-squared bishop. 

His further plan includes ©c3, 
£e3, ffd2 and eventually £h6, de¬ 
priving his opponent of his two- 
bishop advantage. 

7...©f6 

Or 7...e5 8.£e3 ®e7 9.®c3 ©f6 
10.®d2 ©d7 ll.ih6 0-0 12.!xg7 
&xg7 13.©h2±, followed by f2-f4, 
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gfl-f2, Sal-fl, ©h2-g4, with good 
attacking prospects on the king- 
side. In addition, you should not 
forget that White’s pawn-struc¬ 
ture is much more elastic, Neelot- 
pal - Kersten, Marianske Lazne 
2006. 

White should not be afraid of 
Black’s rather original reaction 

7.. Mc7 8.©c3 le6, due to 9.1e3 
b6 10.a4 a5 ll.®d2 Sd8 12.gael 
h6 13.£sh2 g5 14.f4±. He opens 
the f-file and Black’s lag in devel¬ 
opment becomes a decisive fac¬ 
tor, Mainka - Grund, Senden 
2002. 

8.®c3 0-0 

About 8...£)d7 9Ae3 0-0 - see 

8 .. . 0 - 0 . 

9.ie3 



9...®d7 

Black protects his pawn and 
prepares e7-e5. 

He should better avoid 9... 
®a5, because of 10.©d2± and 


White’s threat <Sib3 becomes very 
unpleasant. 

Following 9...b6 10.®d2 Se8, 
White can prevent the move e7-e5 
with 11.e5!? &d5 12.1h6 Ih8 13. 
£ie4 If5 14.Sfel±. His superior 
pawn-structure and more actively 
placed pieces provide him with 
long lasting initiative. 

10.®d2 e5 ll.ih6 ®e7 
12.&h2 

White is preparing f2-f4. 

12...§d8 13.ixg7 *xg7 14. 
f4 exf4 15.ffxf4 ®e5 16.©f3 
£>xf3+ 17.§xf3 b5 18.gafl± He 

has excellent prospects on the f- 
file, Gipslis - Wirthensohn, Dort¬ 
mund 1978. 


B2) 5...Ag4 6.d3 



White opens the diagonal for 
his bishop and wishes to continue 
with M,e3, £ibd2, Sel, getting rid 
of the pin. 

6...@c7 

Black is preparing the pawn- 
advance e7-e5. 
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About 7.£>bd2 e6 - see 

6.. .e6. 

It seems bad for Black to try 

6.. .e5, because after 7.h3 i,xf3 
8.Sxf3, he is deprived of his two- 
bishop advantage and the bishop, 
which remains on the board, is 
“bad”, since it is restricted by his 
c5 and e5-pawns. 8...jLd6 9.@g3 
@f6 10.£id2 ©e7 (10...ic7 ll.a4!? 
£)e7 12.©b3± Black has problems 
with the protection of his c5- 
pawn, because he cannot defend 
it with the move b7-b6, in view of 
a4-a5.) 11.a4 a5 12.‘$lc4±. White’s 
bishop is much more active than 
its counterpart, Watson - Goli¬ 
kov, Jyvaskyla 1991. 

7.1e3 e5 8.©bd2 



8...M6 


8...f6 9.a4 a5 10.h3 ih5 ll.c3. 
White is preparing d3-d4. Black 
has a pair of bishops indeed, but 
the opening of the game would 
be in favour of White, because of 
his better development. 11...g5 12. 
d4 cxd4 13.cxd4 exd4 14.iixd4 


0-0-0 15.@b3 ib4 16.Hfdl± (fol¬ 
lowed by £jd2-c4-b6). It has be¬ 
come quite obvious that Black’s 
king would not be safe at all on 
the queenside, Baciu - Adoam- 
nei, Eforie Nord 2009. 

Following 8....4(16 9.h3 ,ih5 10. 
a4 a5 11.4jc4 €te7, Morozevich - 
De la Villa, Pamplona 1998, the 
simplest for White would be to 
deprive his opponent of his two- 
bishop advantage and to begin a 
pawn-offensive on the kingside. 
12.©xd6+!? Sxd6 13.g4 !g6 14. 
®d2 £c8 15.®c4 Se7 16.f4 exf4 
17.Sxf4 0-0 18.@d2 b6 19.W2 
Se6 20.5fl± (followed by h3-h4- 
h5). Black will have difficulties to 
bring his knight on c8 into the ac¬ 
tions, since it protects the weak 
b6-pawn. 

9.a4 a5 

After 9...ftd7, Kagramanianz 
- Polyakov, Perm 2014, White 
should play 10.a5±, depriving his 
opponent of the possibility to pro¬ 
tect his c5-pawn with the move 
b7-b6. 
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10.h3 ,ih5, Bonaveri - Fel- 
gaer, Buenos Aires 2001. Now, 
White must choose a plan, con¬ 
nected with the preparation of 
the pawn-advance f2-f4. 11. 

©el!? ©d7 12.£>h4 b6 13.f4± 
Black lags in development and his 
defence would be very difficult. 
White is threatening g2-g4 and 
f4-f5 trapping the enemy bishop, 
as well as A,h 4-f5 with powerful 
pressure on the kingside. 


B3) 5...Sfc7 

This is Black's best move. He is 
preparing e7-e5. This position of¬ 
ten arises after another move or¬ 
der - 3...!fc7 4.0-0 a6 5.ixc6 
dxc6. 

6.a4 

White is threatening a4-a5. 



6.. .a5 

6.. .©f6 7.d3 a5 8.©bd2 g6 9.b3 
kg7 10.1,b2. White has developed 
his bishop on the long diagonal in 
order to neutralise the pressure of 
his opponent’s bishop on g7. 

10...0-0 U.Ie5 Bd8 12.®c4 b5 


13.©e3 !h6 14.h3 le6 15.©el 
Sb6 16.1,c3±. Black's two-bishop 
advantage does not compensate 
the vulnerability of his queenside 
pawn-structure and his attempt 
to complicate the game with the 
move 16...c4?l, led only to the 
worsening of his position. 17.bxc4 
Jlxe3 18.fxe3 bxc4 19.?lg5 cxd3, 
Adams - S.Zhigalko, Rethymnon 
2003. Here, White could have be¬ 
gun an attack, exploiting the pow¬ 
er of his bishop on c3. 20.§xf6! 
exf6 21.axh7 Sfd8 22.@h4 Sfxe3+ 
23.*h2 dxc2 24.Sxf6 ©xc3. Black 
isnowforcedto part with his queen 
in order to defend against his op¬ 
ponent’s checkmating threats. 25. 
!fxc3 , &xh7 26.1fxc2+-. Black 
would have had good chances of 
building a fortress, if the a-pawn 
had not been present on the 
board. Now, he is incapable of 
parrying the threats of the enemy 
a-pawn and against his king at the 
same time. 

7.d4!? 

White does not allow the move 
e7-e5. 

7...cxd4 8.@xd4 Jlg4 
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9.£ibd2!? 

He is waiting for the move 
Sd 8 . 

His last move seems more pre¬ 
cise than the line: 9.@e5 ffxe5 10. 
©xe5, Sebag - S.Zhigalko, Hengelo 
2004, 10...ile 6 !? Il.ile3± and it 
would be rather difficult to break 
Black’s position. 

9.. .§d8 10.®e5 @xe5 11. 
©xe5 

White maintains a very un¬ 
pleasant pressure, despite the 
trade of the queens. 

11.. .!e6 

Black fails to equalise with 

ll...Jte2 12.§el ia 6 13.&b3 f 6 14. 
£)f3 b 6 . Here, White maintains an 
edge with 15.e5±, preventing e7- 
e5, as well as with 15.©bd4±, eye¬ 
ing the weaknesses of the 06 - 
pawn and the e 6 -square. 



12.£lec4. Now, the purpose¬ 
fulness of White’s 9th move be¬ 
comes understandable. Black is 
forced to retreat his rook in order 
to protect his a5-pawn. 12...§a8 
13.b3 £)f6 14.ib2 £id7 15.f4 f6 
16.f5 M7 17.e5t There has aris¬ 
en an endgame in which Black 
will have great difficulties to neu¬ 
tralise his opponent's initiative, 
because he lags considerably in 
the development of his pieces, 
Bezold - Richter, Budapest 2003. 


Conclusion 

The move 3...a6 is essentially a loss of a tempo, because despite 
Black’s numerous possibilities to choose from, he has no chances of 
equalising. 

After 4...bxc6, Black will have problems to protect his c5-pawn and 
this becomes quite obvious if he tries to advance d7-d5. In this varia¬ 
tion, White accomplishes a plan of an attack against the weakness on 
c5 including: b2-b3, i:cl-a3, £ibl-c3-a4. In the majority of the lines, it 
would be sensible for him to play c2-c4, in order to deprive Black of the 
possibility to organise counterplay with the move c5-c4. 

Following 4...dxc6, White’s superior pawn-structure guarantees for 
him a slight but stable edge. The only exception is the move 5...©c7, 
after which in order to prevent the pawn-advance e7-e5, White will be 
forced to play d2-d4, correcting the defects of Black’s pawn-structure. 
Even then, White maintains an advantage thanks to his lead in devel¬ 
opment. 
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l.e4 c5 2.&f3 &c6 3.ib5 ®b6 



This seemingly logical move 
(Black prevents the doubling of 
his pawns and attacks at the same 
time the enemy bishop on b5.) 
was played during the 60ies of the 
past century by V. Korchnoi and 
later it was used by A. Miles, B. 
Larsen... Nowadays, this move is 
tested in practice by B. Avrukh, V. 
Milov and some other grandmas¬ 
ters. 

Still, the move 3...@b6, has 
some pluses, but has an essential 
drawback too. Black infringes one 
of the basic principles in the open¬ 
ing and brings his queen into the 
actions a bit too early. Later, this 
often leads to a loss of time, since 
White’s pieces gain tempi by at¬ 
tacking the enemy queen. 


4.&c3 

This is the most logical move. 
White protects his bishop on b5 
and develops a piece. 

Now, Black must be constantly 
on the alert about the possibility 
4hd5, since he cannot play Sxb5, 
because of £)c7+. 

Black has numerous moves to 
choose from: A) 4...£)f6, B) 4... 
g6, C) 4...©d4, D) 4...a6 and 
the main line - E) 4...e6. 

Following 4...d6, White can 
open advantageously the game in 
the centre with the move 5.d4!? 
(It is also good for him to play 
5.0-0 - see Chapter 14, 2...d6 3. 
!b5 Qc6 4.0-0 Sb6 5.©c3.) 5... 
cxd4 6.‘?')xd4 iid7 7.jke3. This is 
the idea behind White’s move 
five. Now, Black’s queen is forced 
to retreat. 7...@d8 8.f4. White’s 
further plan is focused on the or¬ 
ganisation of the pawn-break e4- 
e5. His main task is to begin ac¬ 
tive actions in the centre, to pre¬ 
vent the development of the ene¬ 
my pieces and to castle. 8...4bf6 
9.@e2 a6 10.,t,xc6 bxc6 ll.e5 £>d5 
12.0-0 ©xc3 13.bxc3 c5 14.®b3± 
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Black has a bishop-pair and a su¬ 
perior pawn-structure, but is 
forced to a rather unpleasant de¬ 
fence, since he lags considerably 
in development and his king has 
not castled yet. For example, the 
careless move 14...d5? enabled 
White to begin a dangerous at¬ 
tack: 15.f5! ib5 16.Hh5a.xfl 17.e6 
g6 18.exf7+ 1-0 Jung - Vetter, 
Email 2008. Black resigned be¬ 
cause he would either be check¬ 
mated, or would suffer huge ma¬ 
terial losses: 18...&d7 19.fxg6 ilc4 
20.ffe5+-; 18...*xf7 19.fxg6+ 

hxg6 20.Sxfl+ &g7 2lJfe5+ *h7 
22.2f4 ih6 23.Sh4+- 


A) 4...®f6 

Black creates the tactical 
threat ©xe4, but his knight will 
have to roam all over the board 
for a long time. 

5.e5 



5...©g4 

It is even worse for him to play 

5...(be4?!, since following 6.£)d5, 
Black’s knight is in the centre of 


the board indeed, but does not 
have a single square to retreat to. 

6...Wa5 7.0-0+ Now, Black must 
be very careful not to lose his 
knight on e4. 7...-- d4? (It is pref¬ 
erable for him to opt for 7...e6 8. 
,ixc6 bxc6 9.£e3±, although even 
then the threat d2-d3 is very un¬ 
pleasant for Black.) 8.4uxd4 cxd4 

9. b4 @d8 10.Hg4 e6 ll.Hxe4 exd5 
12.Sxd4+- Vandevoort - Gillain, 
Charleroi 2005. 

6.®e2 e6 

Following 6...a6 7Jkxc6 Hxc6 
8.0-0 d6 9.exd6 Hxd6 10.d3 if5, 
Ganzer - Vetter, Email 2001, 
White could have exerted power¬ 
ful pressure against his oppo¬ 
nent's position with the line: ll.h3 
0f6 12.Sel Sc8 13.&e5± Black will 
hardly manage to complete his 
development, for example, the 
seemingly attractive move 13... 
e6? loses immediately after 14.g4 
iLg6 15.M4 Hd4 16.Sf3 and he has 
no defence against Bb7 and 
h3-h4-h5. 

It would be rather dubious for 
Black to opt for 6...©d4 7.<Sixd4 
cxd4, Kramer - Vetter, Email 
2008, 8.&a41? Ha5 (8...He6 9.f4± 
- He lags in development and his 
d4-pawn is weak.) 9.@xg4 Sxb5 

10. @xd4 Hc6 11.0-0 e6 12.d3 b6 
1.3.i:,e3 kb7 14.f3±, followed by 
£la4-c3-e4 and eventually ©d6. 
Black has a bishop-pair indeed, 
but his compensation for the 
pawn is insufficient. 
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7.0-0 h5 

After 7...a6 8.Axc6 ®'xc6 9.d4 
b5 lO.Sdl Ab7 11.d5 tc7 12.if4±, 
Black’s pieces are not developed, 
his knight on g4 is unstable and 
he is incapable of countering 
White’s straightforward central 
strategy, Fernandez Garcia - An¬ 
tonio Rogelio, Novi Sad 1990. 


m m\ 

m & KVA 

m m 

mi W. vt 


8.1xc6!? 

This move seems stronger 
than 8.h3 ®h6 9.©e4 £lf5±, since 
that has only improved Black’s 
position, B.Savchenko - Nadani- 
an, Moscow 2005. 

8.. .@xc6 9.d4 cxd4 10.£ib5 

White’s initiative is becoming 
very dangerous and Black will 
hardly manage to neutralise 
White’s piece-activity. 

10.. .d6 ll.exd6 l,xd6 12. 
®xd6+ ©xd6 13.8dl 0-0 14. 
Sxd4 

White has regained the sacri¬ 
ficed pawn and can be optimistic 
about the future. His further plan 
is connected with the advance of 


his pawn-majority on the queen- 
side, as well as with the exploita¬ 
tion of Black's queenside weak¬ 
nesses (these are the consequence 
of the move h7-h5). There might 
follow this variation: 14...Bb6 
15.h3 4if6 16.c4 £d7 17.M4 
Sad8 18.Sadl Aa4 19.b3 Sxd4 
20.®xd4 £c6 21.ie5 §d8 22. 
£ixc6 Sxdl+ 23.®xdl @xc6 
24.1xf6 gxf6 25.@xh5± and 
White has excellent chances of re¬ 
alising his extra pawn in this 
queen and pawn ending. 

B) 4...g6 



Black wishes to establish a 
firm control over the d4-square, 
but his dreams will not be real¬ 
ised. 

5.d4! 

White breaks at the most forti¬ 
fied point. 

5...e6 

Naturally, the combination of 
the moves e6 and g6 does not 
seem reasonable, because it weak¬ 
ens the dark-squared complex 
and is also a loss of time. Black 
has nothing better, though... 
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He loses immediately after 5... 
©xd4? 6.£>xd4 cxd4 7.5id5 ®a5+ 
8.b4 @d8 9.M4+- Vujcic - Sevelj, 
Split 2005. 

5.. .cxd4 6.£ld5 Wd8 (6...ffa5+ 
7.id2 @d8 8.1f4 - see 6...@d8) 
7.M4. White develops his pieces 
with tempo and establishes a 
great lead in development. 7...d6 
8.Sfxd4 f6 (Black loses outright 
after 8...e5 9.£jxe5 kg7 10.©xc6+-, 
this variation confirms the old 
truth that it would be very dan¬ 
gerous to go after material if you 
lag in development.) 9.e5 &d7, 
Heiduczek - Epding, Bayern 1998 
(but not 9...fxe5, in view of 10. 
kxe5 dxe5 ll.§fxe5+-) 10._ixc6!? 
bxc6 ll.exf6 ®a5+ 12.ic3 £)xf6 

13.,t,xd6 itg7 14.ike5± White has 
an extra pawn and a superior 
pawn-structure. 

6.dxc5 !xc5 7.0-0 f6 8.ic4 

White is preparing 4hb5. 

8.. .®c7 9.&b5 @b8 10.c3 a6 
ll.£ibd4 ©ge7 



12._t.h6. He impedes Black’s 
castling. 12...§g8. Black defends 


against the move tg7, but now, 
his king will be very uncomforta¬ 
ble in the middle of the board. 
13.ie3 ia7 14.a4 «c7 15.ia2 
&f7 16.®d2 Ab8 17.g3+ White 
has a much safer king, while Black 
will have great problems to bring 
into the actions his rook on a8 
and bishop on c8, S.Zhigalko - 
Kurajica, Istanbul 2012. 


C) 4...®d4 



Black’s opening strategy seems 
very suspicious. He has developed 
his queen on move three and now 
plays again with an already devel¬ 
oped piece. 

5.£>xd4 cxd4 6.£>d5 
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6.. .®d8 

Black loses material after 6 ... 
@a5? due to7.@h5 and he is help¬ 
less against &d7 and 4if6, winning 
the queen. 7...&d8 (7...@d8 8. 
@e5+-; 7...e6 8.1xd7+ ±xd7 9. 
©f6+ -5jxf6 10.Sxa5+- Istvandi - 
Mrva, Hungary 1996) 8.a4 ©f6 
9.®xf7+- Lebukhov - Emeljanov, 
Russia 2000. 

It might be possible that the 
least of evils for Black would be 

6 .. Jfd6 7.d3 4if6 8.M4 e5 9.®xf6+ 
®xf6 10.1d2 ie7 11.0-0 @b6 12. 
ic4 0-0 13.f4 exf4 14.ixf4+ al¬ 
though even then, White’s pros¬ 
pects seem preferable because of 
Black's weak pawns on the d-file. 
The move 14...Sxb2?! is just bad 
because of 15.Sbl Sa3 16.ile5± 
White regains his pawn and his 
bishops are dangerously poised 
toward Black’s monarch, Sam- 
paio de Albuquerque - Pascual, 
Email 2005. 

7.ffih5! 

White is creating the threat 
Se5, followed by ©c7. 

7.. .£)f6 

Black must exchange the pow¬ 
erful enemy knight on d5 even at 
the price of the weakening of his 
kingside pawn-structure. 

He loses after 7...a6? 8.®fe5 f6 
9.£>c7+ *f7 10.®d5+ Smirin - 
Afek, Ramat Gan 1992, as well 
as following 7...e6? 8.®e5 f6 9. 
£ic7+ (9.®xe6+-) 9...&f7 10. 


Sfg3+- Khetsuriani - Tsimbouki- 
dis, Athens 1999. 



8.©xf6+ gxf6 9.j|c4 e6 10. 
0-0 ®c7 ll.d3± Black has suc¬ 
ceeded in avoiding the immediate 
loss, but his position has remained 
very difficult. His pieces are not 
developed, his king is stranded in 
the centre of the board and he is 
practically incapable of counter¬ 
ing White’s plan to advance the f- 
pawn, followed by opening of files 
on the kingside. 

D) 4...a6 



This is at least a principled 
move. Now, Black will have the 
two-bishop advantage. 
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5.!xc6 ©xc6 6.0-0!? 

This move looks more precise 
than the immediate 6.d4, because 
after 6...cxd4 7.£ixd4 Sc4!?, 

White will have to trade the 
queens in order to castle. 8.'®d3 
@xd3 9.cxd3. He might win this 
endgame only if the opponent 
with Black is considerably weak¬ 
er. 9...e6 10.a4 b6 ll.Ae3 ©f6 12. 
h3 d6 13.£e2 Ab7 14.Shcl &d7 
15.a5 b5 16.4ha2±, followed by 
©b4 and Sc7, V.Malakhov - Nau- 
mann, Bratislava 1993. 



6.. .®f6 

After this move, Black must 
worry permanently about the 
threat e4-e5. 

About 6...d6 - see Chapter 14, 

2...d6 3.1b5 ®c6 4.0-0 @b6 
5.©c3 a6 6.ilxc6 ®xc6. 

6 .. .e6 7.d4 cxd4 8.&xd4 ®c7 
9.Hel - see variation E. 

It seems very risky for Black to 
opt for 6...b5 7.d4 cxd4 8.£ixd4 
@b7 9.Pel e6, Jansa - Ivanets, 


Davos 2006, 10.±f4!? &f6 ll.a4. 
This is White’s last preparation 
before the standard sacrifice on 
d5 - he weakens his opponent’s 
pawn-structure. 11...b4 



12.4M5! We will see this sacri¬ 
fice numerous times in this chap¬ 
ter. White is not afraid of material 
losses in order to organise an at¬ 
tack against the enemy king 
stranded in the centre for too 
long. 12...d6. Black should better 
not accept this gift. (He loses 
immediately after 12...exd5?, be¬ 
cause of 13.exd5+ &d8 14. 

£>c6+!+- He cannot play either 

12.. .<Sxd5 13.exd5 Bxd5?, due to 

14. ©xe6!+- and White crushes 
his opponent.) 13.®d3T White 
plays very consistently. His knight 
remains under attack for now. 

13.. .e5 (It is again bad for Black to 
opt for 13...exd5?! 14.exd5+ M.e7 

15. txd6 £sxd5 16.@f3 0-0 17. 
Ixe7 ®xe7 18.®xb7 Ixb7 19. 
Sxe7± and in this endgame, White 
has an extra pawn and his rook 
has penetrated to the penultimate 
rank.) 14.@c4 ©xd5 15.exd5 Ae7 

16. £jc6± - The powerful position 
of his knight on c6 provides White 
with a stable advantage. 
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7...e6 


Following 7...d6, White can be¬ 
gin immediate energetic actions 
in the centre with the move 8.e5! 


ter 12...cxd4, due to the elegant 
tactical strike - 13.S,h6!+-) 13. 
dxc5±, followed by ©xf6, Jtf4, Sadi 
- White has ended up with an ex¬ 
tra pawn and a better position. 

8.d4 



AW % A A A 

liltl; 4 

^ j* 

g Mfl: # 


8...b5 

Black is preparing the flank 
development of his bishop. 

Or 8...d5? 9.&e5 @b6, Vujose- 
vic - Milosevic, Niska Banja 1996, 
10.©xd5! exd5 ll.exd5 M.e7 12. 
©c4 ®d8 13.d6+- 


8...(hd5 9.exd6 @xd6 (Itwould 
be worse for Black to choose 9.. ,e6 

10. £se5 ©xc3 ll.@h5 g6 12.®h4 
@xd6 13.®f6+- Toczek - Jasik, 
Dzwirzyno 2004.) 10.£se4 ©c7 

11. d4± - The game is opened and 
White’s lead in development be¬ 
comes decisive. 

Black has no chances of equal¬ 
ising after 8...dxe5 9.©xe5 ®b6, 
Mitkov - Reinaldo Castineira, 
Mondariz 1998, 10.W3!? e6 11. 
£ie4 ke7 12.d4! Sd8 (He must 
give up a pawn, since he loses af- 


8...cxd4. This move leads to a 
very difficult position for Black. 
9.£ixd4 ®c4 10.e5 ©d5 ll.ae4. 
White’s knights have occupied the 
centre of the board. 11. ..b5 (11.. .f 5, 
Rozentalis - Sahl, Copenhagen 
1988, 12.exf6!? White opens the 
position with the idea to organise 
an attack against the enemy king. 

12...©xf6 13.©xf6+ gxf6 14.@h5+ 
4d8 15.®f7 ®xd4 16.ie3 ®xb2 
17.Sabl+- and the threat itb6 
forces Black to part with his 
queen.) 12.b3 ®c7, Vydeslaver - 
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Ravia, Tel Aviv 2003. White had 
to play here 13.J.b2!?, after which 
Black would have great problems 
to complete his development, be¬ 
cause after 13..J,b7, White would 
have the energetic resource 14. 
£>f5 exf5 15.<Sd6+ *e7 16.@h5 
*d8 17.£>xf7+- 

Following 8...d6, White will 
begin again to open fdes in the 
centre. 9.e5 dxe5 (It would be bad 
for Black to choose now 9...5ld5, 
due to 10.©e4 cxd4 ll.©xd4 Sc7 
12.exd6, Pavlov - Barbu, Roma¬ 
nia 1994 and he cannot regain his 
pawn, because after 12..JLxd6 13. 
©xd6+ ®xd6, White will counter 
with 14.Qf5+-) 10.Qxe5 ©c7, Fri- 
edel - Charbonneau, ICC 2006, 
ll.j|g5!? ite7 12.d5!± (followed by 
©f3, Sadi) and White’s pieces are 
much more active. 



9.d5 ®b6, Lukin - Zhelnin, 
Jurmala 1980, 10.ikg5!? White 
plans to exchange on f6 and to 
weaken his opponent’s kingside 
pawn-structure. 10...Ab7 ll.a4 
h6 12.Axf6 gxf6 13.axb5 axb5 
14.§xa8+ ,t.xa8 15.b3. White 


prevents the move c5-c4. He 
wishes to play Sd3, in order to 
provoke b5-b4, which would lead 
to the weakening of the c4-square 
and White’s knight will be imme¬ 
diately headed there. 15...Jt,e7 
16.©d3 b4 17.®dl lb7 18. 
£ie3± (followed by ftc4) White 
has a superior pawn-structure 
and his knights are not at all 
weaker than his opponent’s bish¬ 
ops. In addition, Black will have 
great problems to find a safe hav¬ 
en for his king. 


E) 4...e6 



This is Black's most popular 
move. His plan includes ‘tSge?, 
followed by a7-a6, so that after 
the exchange on c6 to capture not 
with the queen, but with the 
knight in order to increase the 
control over the d4-square. 

5.!xc6!? 

This is not the most popular 
move for White, but is still strong. 
He does not wait for the appear¬ 
ance of Black’s knight on e7 and 
the fact that his opponent has 
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saved a tempo for the move a7-a6 
is not so important. In the future 
Black will have to play that move 
anyway, in order to cover the b5- 
square against a possible sortie by 
White’s knight. 



5...®xc6 


It would not be logical for 
Black to capture with a pawn if he 
has played already Sb6. 

For example:, 5...dxc6 6.d3 
@c7, Paal - Sandor, Eger 1999 7. 
e5!?± and White prevents e6-e5 
and maintains a stable advantage 
thanks to his superior pawn- 
structure. Later, when he plays 
©c3-e4, his knight, in the centre 
of the board, will be clearly 
stronger than Black’s bishop 
which is severely restricted by his 
own pawns. 


or 5...bxc6 6.0-0 
(diagram) 

It is bad for Black to continue 
here with 6...©e7?! 7.e5 ©g6 8.h4 
h5. He has prevented h4-h5, but 
has weakened his kingside. 9.b3 
ke.7 10.£ie4±, followed by ,ib2, 



$v; a & % a a, 

" Am ha 


gel and eventually ©d6 or ©fg5, 
Svetushkin - Lazarev, Roquetas 
de Mar 2014. 

6.. .c4 7.b3 Aa6 8.bxc4 Mxc4 
9.d3 Jta6, Behling - Betker, corr. 
1999. Black has got rid of hid dou¬ 
bled pawns indeed, but is still too 
far from equality, because he lags 
in development considerably. 10. 
Sbl!? &c 7 ll.e5± White has a 
clear-cut plan for actions con¬ 
nected with the trade of the dark- 
squared bishops: ©c3-e4. ±cl-e3- 
c5. After that, Black’s light- 
squared bishop, left on the board, 
will be inferior to both White’s 
knights, since the bishop is se¬ 
verely restricted by his own pawns 
on c6 and e6, as well as by White’s 
pawn on d3. 

After 6...d6, White’s simplest 
reaction would be to continue 
with 7.e5!?, preventing e6-e5. 7... 
d5 8.b3± (followed by ©a4, iLa3) 
- Black’s e5-pawn will remain a 
cause of permanent worries for 
him. 

6.. .d5 7.d3 ©f6 8.b3 le7 9. 
5)a4!? ®c7 10.^.g5± Black will be 
doomed to a long and passive de¬ 
fence, because of his inferior 
pawn-structure and his bishop on 
c8. His attempt to win a pawn 
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fails after: 10...dxe4 ll.dxe4 ©xe4 
12.±xe7 Sxe7 13.gel ©f6 14.-7ie5 
0-0 15x4 ib7 16.9d2 Sad8 17. 
9a5 la8 18.£>xc5± White has re¬ 
gained the sacrificed material, 
while Black’s a7 and c6-pawns are 
weak and his bishop on a8 is just 
pathetic. 

6.d4 



6.. .cxd4 

About 6...a6 7.0-0 cxd4 8. 
Qxd4 9c7 9.Sel - see 6...cxd4. 

6.. .®f6 7.d5 exd5 (or 7...9a6 
8.i2,g5±, with a much easier game 
for White) 8.exd5 Wa6 9.kg5 ke7 
10.d6. He sacrifices a pawn and 
seizes the initiative. 10...9xd6. 
The best for Black here would be 
to trade the queens (after 10... 
ikxd6 ll.il,xf6 gxf6 12.ffd2 0-0 
13.0-0-0 kc7 14.9h6+, the pres¬ 
ence of queens on the board is in 
favour of White, because Black's 
king is horribly vulnerable and his 
extra pawn is completely irrele¬ 
vant). 11.9xd6 ilxd6 12.iLxf6 gxf6 
13.0-0-0 ie7 14.©d5 id8 15. 


®d2 a5 16.§hel+ Af8 17.©e42 
Black has an extra pawn and the 
two-bishop advantage, but his de¬ 
fence is very difficult, because he 
lags in development and his piec¬ 
es are diseoordinated. His pawn- 
structure has been compromised 
as well, Magem Badals - Franco 
Ocampos, Leon 1990. 

6...b5!? Black lags in develop¬ 
ment, so he should better refrain 
from opening of the game in the 
centre. 7.d5 ffb7 8.0-0 b4 9.<?ja4 
d6 (9...£f6 10.gel!? d6 ll.lg5 - 
see 9...d6) 



lO.Sel!? (This move seems 
more precise than 10x4 ©f6 11. 
Sel e5 12.a3±, because he should 
better occupy the c4-square with 
his knight and not with a pawn, 
Vasiesiu - Nanu, Bucharest 
2002.) 10...SH6 (After 10...e5, 
White would maintain a stable 
advantage by transferring his 
knight to the c4-square: 11.a3 a5 
12.b3 &f6 13.©b2 ±e7 14.©c4±) 

ll.,4g5 4.(17 12x3 e5 13.4.xf6 gxf6 
14.b3 Sg8 15.4ib2! White is ready 
to sacrifice a pawn in order to 
transfer his knight from the edge 
of the board to a more favourable 
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position. 15...bxc3 16.£jc4.$,e7 17. 
@d3± White regains the sacrificed 
pawn and has better prospects, 
because Black will have a great 
problem to find a safe haven for 
his king. 

7.®xd4 ®c7 


exd5? 12.exd5+ ©e7 13.jj,xe7 ,ixe7 
14.Sxe7+! *xe7 15.d6+!+- and 
White wins the enemy queen.) 
12.exd5± White has an over¬ 
whelming lead in development in 
a position with material equality, 
Goh Wei Ming - Natsidis, Buda¬ 
pest 2011. 


Following 7...©c4, White has 
the resource 8.<3db5! a6 (but not 

8...£>f6 9.Sd3 ®xd3 10.cxd3 &d8 
ll.i-.e3 d5 12Jtxa7± and White 
will have a solid extra pawn in this 
endgame, Aung - Wang, Kuala 
Lumpur 1993) 9.©d6+ ilxd6 10. 
@xd6± with an easy game on the 
weakened dark squares, Hillarp 
Persson- Kurajica,Guemsey2009. 

8.0-0 a6 9.8el 



Now, Black must worry all the 
time about the threat 5ic3-d5. 

He has two basic responses in 
this position: El) 9...b5 and E2) 

9.. .d6. 

9...b6 10.!g5 ib7 ll.<S)d5! 
White begins decisive actions. 

11.. .j|,xd5 (Black loses after 11... 


Following 9...ilc5 10.ilg5 h6 
ll.Ji,h4 4ie7, Greiff - Khouri, Cal- 
via 2013, White has the energetic 
possibility 12.£if5! ©xf5 (12... 
exf5? 13.ixe7 ixe7 14.&d5 Wc5 
15.exf5+-) 13.exf5 0-0 14.f6-> 
and his pawn on f6 is like a spear¬ 
head, destroying Black's position. 

9...Id6 10.g3 Ie5 (10...ie7 11. 
@g4 g6 12.e5 d5 13.ig5 h5 14.®h4 
£xg5 15.®xg5± - All Black’s 
pawns are on light squares and 
this makes his bishop on c8 very 
bad.) ll.Qf3 





ll...id6 (It would be too risky 
for Black to accept the pawn-sac¬ 
rifice 11...Jlxc3 12.bxc3 @xc3 and 
after 13.Sbl @c7 14.if4@d8 15.c4 
fte7 16.c5 0-0 17.id6 §e8 18.£ie5 
5k6 19.©c4 @f6 20.©b6 Ba7 21.e5 
@d8 22.§e4+-, he will have prac¬ 
tically no moves. His bishop on c8 
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and the rook on a7 are practically 
stalemated inside his own camp.) 
12.e5 ie7 13.®e4 b5 14.±g5 f6 - 
Naturally, Black should better 
avoid the trade of the dark- 
squared bishops, Seifert - Fo- 
minyh, Oberwart 1992, 15.M4!? 
!fb6 16.£lh4 g6 17.®f3 ib7 18.ie3 
Jixe4 19.®xe4± Black has great 
problems with the development 
of his kingside pieces. 


El) 9...b5 

Black is preparing a flank de¬ 
velopment of his knight. 

10.a4 

This is a useful inclusion of 
this move, before sacrificing the 
knight on d5, because thus White 
weakens his opponent’s pawn- 
structure. 

10...b4 



ll.®d5! 

With this sacrifice White 
opens the e-file and begins an at¬ 
tack against Black’s king stranded 
in the centre. 

Il...exd5 12.exd5+ 



12...©e7 

White has only a pawn for the 
piece, but Black’s defence is very 
difficult, because he lags consid¬ 
erably in development. 

For example, he loses after 

12.. .6d8, due to 13jLg5+ £)f6 
(13 „.f6 14.d6! ®xd6 15.M4 ®d5 
16.&b5 ®xdl 17.ic7#; 14...1xd6 
15.1f4! &e7 16.ixd6 ®xd6 17. 
<Be6+ dxe6 18.®xd6+-) 14.©f3 
©b6 15.Sadl!? White bring his 
last reserves into the fight. 15... 
*c7 16.a5 @xa5 17.ixf6 gxf6 18. 
®xf6 §g8 19.®xf7+-, followed by 
f :d4-e6-f8, after which White will 
have an attack against the enemy 
king as well as material advantage 
too. 

Black will be crushed after 12... 
ke7, Kovalevskaya - Tregubov, 
Krasnodar 1997, 13.Sg4! White 
brings his queen into the attack 
with tempo and prepares M4. 

13.. .g6 14..M4 d6 (It is not prefer¬ 
able for Black to opt here for 14... 
®c5 15.d6 ®xd4 16.®f3 Sa7 
17.^,e5 Sc5 18.Sadl+-, followed 
by iLh8 and dxe7.) 15.@g3 &d7 
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(Black will suffer a catastrophe on 
the dark squares after 15...*f8 
I6.gxe7! £lxe7 17.1xd6 ®d7 18. 
gel+-) 16.c3 ,S.b7 17.cxb4 J.xd5 
I8.b5 Sb7 19.%dl+- and Black’s 
king is helpless against White’s 
pieces attack. 

13.j|g5 f6, Goh - Teo, Singa¬ 
pore 2005. 



14. J,xf6! This is the most pre¬ 
cise continuation of White’s at¬ 
tack. Now, after 14...gxf6 15. 
ffh5+ Black cannot cover with his 
pawn against the check. 15...&d8 
16.Sadi! White is two pieces 
down, but Black can hardly de¬ 
fend against the threats £)e6, or 
?k6. 16...@b6 (Black loses after 
16...ftg6 17.©c6+ dxc6 18.dxc6+ 
id6 19.Sxd6+ @xd6 20. Sfa5+ 
®c7 21.Sdl+-) 17.@f7 ®d6 (It is 
a disaster for him to choose 17... 
d6, in view of 18.Sxe7 :kxe7 19.Sel 
Sa7 20.©c6+ ©xc6 21.dxc6 He8 
22.@xh7+- and the march of 
White’s h-pawn to promotion will 
settle the issue.) 18.Be6+ dxe6 
19.dxe6 @xdl 20.Sxdl+ *c7 
21.@xf6 4']g6. It may look like 


Black has too many pieces for 
the queen, but they are discoor- 
dinated and his king is coming 
constantly under checks. 22.h4 
!e7 23.®g7 !xe6 24.h5 Shd8 
25.Sxd8 Sxd8 26.@xh7! Black’s 
knight on g6 has nowhere to 
run. 26...Sd7 27.©xg6 Sdl+ 
28.&h2 !d6+ 29.g3 id5 30. 
4h3± White’s kingside pawns 
will unavoidably promote sooner 
or later. 


E2)9...d6 

This move seems to be more 
reliable than 9...b5. At least, Black 
does not provoke his opponent to 
play a2-a4 and ©cS-dS. 

10.if4!? 



White is not afraid of e6-e5 
and continues to increase his 
pressure. 

10...e5 

This is a principled move. 
Black does not win a piece, but 
succeeds in neutralising the ac¬ 
tivity of White’s pieces at the 
price of the weakening of his d5- 
square. 
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10...iLd7. Black defends against 
the threat £idb5 and prepares 
ftg8-e7-g6. 11.©f5!? (Now, the 
move 11.©d5 is not dangerous for 
Black, but White can sacrifice his 
other knight...) Il...exf5 12.exf5+ 
*d8 13.!g5+ f6 (13...*c8 14.-M5 
Wc6 15.§e3 *b8 16.Sc3 9a4 17. 
©b6 ®b5 18.Sd4 Sa7 19.Sel+-) 

14. ad5 ©c6 15.ie3. White’s 

threats are very dangerous. Black 
will have to give back the piece in 
order to neutralise them. 15...ilxf5 
16.W3 ig6 17.Bh3 f5 18.Sh4+ 
£f6 19.©xf6 *c7 20.®h5± White 
has managed to restore the mate¬ 
rial balance, Behling - Gromov, 
ICCF 2013. His prospects are 
clearly preferable in the forth¬ 
coming fight. Black’s king is vul¬ 
nerable, his pawn-structure is in¬ 
ferior and his kingside pieces are 
not developed yet. 

Il.£d5 ®d8 

It would not be aesthetic for 
Black to play the move ll...®b8, 
because after 12.&g3 ©e7 (Black 
loses if he captures a piece 12... 
exd4? 13.e5! ke6 14.exd6 l,xd6 

15. Wg4 *f8 16.Sxe6 Ixg3 17.fxg3! 
©c8 18.Sael ®f6 19.£}xf6 gxf6 20. 
©f4 fxe6 21.1fxf6+ *g8 22.©g5+ 
&f8 23.§fl+ *e8 24.©g7+~, White 
regains his rook and his attack 
against the enemy king contin¬ 
ues.) 13.©b6 §a7 14.c4! White 
brings his queen into the attack. 

14...Sc7 15.©b3 ©c6. This posi¬ 
tion arose in the game Berkes - 
Hera, Rijeka 2010. Here, White 


could have maintained a great 
advantage with the line: 16. 
5id5 ®d8 17.£jf5±, followed by 
gadl. 

12.£e3 



12.. .6f6 

Black must exchange the dan¬ 
gerous enemy knight on d5. 

It would be worse for him to 
opt for 12...£ie7 13.£sc6 bxc6 14. 
ikb6cxd515.ia.xd8 &xd816.exd5±, 
followed by c2-c4, b2-b4, c4-c5, 
Maze - Roy Chowdhury, Mont¬ 
pellier 2007. 

12.. .exd4 13.iLxd4 J.e6 14.ji,b6 
Sc8 15.&C7+ *d7 16.®xa8 (16. 
@d2!? with the idea 17.Sdl) 16... 
«xa8 17.f4 f6 18.c4 Sc8 (18... 
I,xc4? 19.gcl+-) 19.c5± White’s 
rook and pawn seem to be strong¬ 
er than Black’s two minor pieces, 
because his king is vulnerable and 
his kingside is not developed. 

13.®xf6+ ©xf6 

Black only weakens unneces- 
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sarily his position after 13...gxf6 
14.©e2 f5, Balogh - Kuchynka, 
Wroclaw 2010. Now, White has at 
his disposal an exquisite tactical 
strike - 15.©f4! il,h6 (His attack 
will be decisive after 15...exf4 16. 
id4 f6 17.exf5+ *d7 18.Se6+-, 
followed by Se6-f6-f7.) 16.©d5± 
- This position resembles the 
Chelyabinsk variation of the Sicil¬ 
ian Defence, but in a much better 
version for White. 

(diagram) 

14.®e2 ©d8 15.£sc3 le6 
16.©d5± White maintains a sta¬ 



ble advantage thanks to the pow¬ 
erful position of his knight in the 
centre, Mueller - Meduna, Tries- 
en 2013. 


Conclusion 

In the variation with 3...@b6, there arise very complicated posi¬ 
tions. In fact, Black obtains some long term advantages (a bishop-pair 
and a pawn-majority in the centre). 

White has a temporary lead in development, so he must play very 
energetically in order to turn it into something real. The basic motif for 
him in this variation is the sacrifice of the knight on d5, or on f5, with 
the idea after the opening of the e-file to organise an attack against the 
enemy king. White must know numerous forced variations in order to 
succeed, since it would be practically impossible for him to find the 
right way over the board in the various complications. 
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l.e4 c5 2.£if3 £ic6 3.1b5 «c7 



With his last move, just like in 
the previous chapter, Black is try¬ 
ing to prevent the doubling of his 
pawns. His queen is better placed 
on c7 than on b6, since it cannot 
be attacked by White’s pieces. In 
addition, it controls the impor¬ 
tant e5-square. This variation has 
been played by V. Akopian, A. 
Dreev, B. Larsen and many other 
grandmasters. 

4.0-0 

This is a flexible move. White 
keeps the possibility for a piece- 
play (©c3, d4), as well as the idea 
to occupy the centre with his 
pawns (c3, d4). 

Now Black has two main re¬ 
sponses: A) 4...d6 and B) 4... 
®f6. 
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About 4...e6 5.itxc6 Wxc6 (5... 
bxc6 6.b3, or 5...dxc6 6.e5 - see 
Chapter 8) 6.d4 cxd4 (It would be 
too risky for Black to accept the 
pawn-sacrifice: 6...‘ifxe4 7.<Sc3 
Wc6 8.©e5 @c7 9.C)b5 ®d810.1f4 
©f6 ll.Sc4 Sld5 12.iLg3± and he 
cannot prevent the penetration of 
White’s pieces to the d6-square.) 
7.&xd4 @c7 8.©c3 a6 9.Sel - see 
Chapter 5, variation E. 

About 4...a6 5.itxc6 Wxc6 (5... 
bxc6 6.§el, or 5...dxc6 6.a4 - see 
Chapter 4) 6.©c3 - see Chapter 5, 
variation D. 

4...e5 5.®c3 £lf6 6.Qd5 £sxd5 
7.exd5 5}d4 8.©xd4 cxd4 9.d3 



It would be bad for Black to 
play here 9...Jte7, because of 10. 






I.e4 c52.Qf3 ®c6 3±b5 Wc7 4.0-0 


f4! and he would hardly manage 
to parry his opponent's kingside 
initiative. 10...M6?! Il.fxe5 iixe5 
12.Sh5 0-0 13.d6! White sacri¬ 
fices a pawn and impedes the de¬ 
velopment of Black’s queenside 
pieces. In addition, he opens the 
diagonal for his bishop. 13...@xd6 
14.iLc4 g6 15.ffh4. White’s threats 
are connected with ilh6 and Sf7 
and Black considered them to be 
so dangerous that he simply re¬ 
signed, Hudak - Lehtinen, Email 
2009. 

9...a6. Black must oust the en¬ 
emy bishop in order to play later 
d7-d6. 10.!c4 d6 ll.f4 f6 12.a4 
ii,e7 13.fxe5 fxe5 14.c3 M6, Cam- 
pian - Elent, Email 2008. Here, 
White could have maintained a 
slight but stable edge in this end¬ 
game with the line: 15.©h5+!? 
@f7 16.@xf7+ &xf7 17.cxd4 exd4 
18.Jlg5± (followed by ,v.xf6 and 
Sfl-f4xd4) and he would have an 
extra pawn, despite its being dou¬ 
bled. 

Following 4...g6 5.<Sbc3!?, 

Black’s queen on c7 turns out to 
be misplaced. He must be con¬ 
stantly on the alert about White’s 
possibility ©d5. 5...5H6 6.Sel £tg7 
(It would be worse for Black to 
opt here for 6...a6 7.e5!? <Sih5 8. 
kxc6 dxc6 9.®e4 Sb6 10.d3 £ig7 
Il.i2.e3 ©e6 12.Sd2±, followed by 
®c3, or lS.'SlxcS £)xc5 14.b4 and 
Black would hardly manage to 
preserve his weak c5-pawn.) 7.e5 
£>g4 8.d4!? White is trying to have 
a lively piece-play and is ready to 


sacrifice a pawn. 8...cxd4 9.7x15 
Sd8 10.h3! ©gxe5 ll.©xe5 Jlxe5 
12.iih6± with an overwhelming 
lead in development for White. 
Black's material advantage is ab¬ 
solutely irrelevant. 


A) 4...d6 5.c3 

White is preparing d2-d4. 



5...£if6 


It seems a bit too original for 
Black to try 5...i.g4 6.d4 0-0-0 
7.Jle3 £\f6 8.©bd2 e6, Nevednichy 
- Miulescu, Bucharest 1992 and 
here, White could have empha¬ 
sized the misplacement of Black’s 
king on the queenside with 9. 
b4!?±, opening files for an attack. 

After 5...a6 6.Jta4 b5 7.ilc2 
®f6 8.a4 Sb8 9.axb5 axb5 10.d4±, 
White dominates in the centre 
and this provides him with better 
prospects, Reichenbach - Stock, 
Rowy 2000. 

Following 5...e5 6.d4 J,d7 7.d5 
®b8 8.a4 Ie7 9.®a3 ©f6 10.®d3 
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<£ih5 ll.©c4±, White will trade the 
light-squared bishops, which is 
doubtlessly advantageous for him 
in similar pawn-structures, Peru- 
novic - Popadic, Budva 2003. 

6.d4 M7 7.8el cxd4 8.cxd4 



8...e6, Mainka - Rebber, 
Recklinghausen 2000. 

It would difficult for Black to 
fight against his opponent’s pow¬ 
erful pawn-centre, even after his 
alternatives. 

For example: 8...g6 9.©c3 Ag7 
10.e5 dxe5 ll.dxe5 ©g4 12.ftd5 
®d8 13.j|g5±, with the dangerous 
threat M6, Perez Garcia - Gam¬ 
boa, Cali 2001. 

Or 8...e5 9.®c3 Ae7 10.dxe5 
dxe5 ll.©d5 @b8, Bacon - Bod- 
lenner, Reims 2004, 12.iLxc6!? 
M.xc6 13.©xe7 4 , xe7 14.b3± Black 
has failed to evacuate his king 
away from the centre and White 
begins an attack, which will be 
particularly dangerous because of 
the presence of bishops of oppo¬ 
site colours on the board. 


9.d5!? 

White can obtain an advan¬ 
tage in several different ways, but 
we believe this is the most precise. 

9...&e5 10.£>d4 !xb5 11. 
®xb5 @d7 12.aic3 Ae7 13.f4 
5ic4 14.dxe6 fxe6 15.b3 £ib6 
16.Aa3± and Black will hardly 
manage to preserve the material 
equality due to his vulnerable d6- 
pawn. 

B) 4...&f6 

Black counter attacks his op¬ 
ponent’s centre and this move 
seems to be more energetic than 

4...d6. 

5.Bel 



5.. .e6 

5.. .g6 6.£>c3 - see 4...g6. 

5.. .d6 h.'SlcS e6 7.d4 - see 5... 
e6. 

Black just loses time after 5... 
5te5 6.©xe5 ®xe5 7x3 a6 8.Afl e6 
9.d4± and White has a powerful 
pawn-centre, Nevednichy - Pa- 
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pastavropoulos, Athens 1998, as 
well as following 5...£id4 6>i!xd4 
cxd4 7.e5 7: do 8.c3 dxc3 (In the 
variation 8...a6 9.ilfl dxc3 10. 
©xc3 5ixc3, Gauche - Cubas, 
Registro 2013, ll.dxc3+, Black’s 
considerable lag in development 
is more than obvious.) 9.®xc3 
£ixc3 10.dxc3 e6 ll.Sg4 b6 12j.f4 
h5, Probst - Gutman, Ditzingen 
2009, 13.9h4!?± (followed by 
gadl). Black will hardly manage 
to evacuate his king away from 
the centre. 

5.. .a6 6.il,xc6 dxc6 (6...ffxc6 
7.©c3 - see Chapter 5, variation 
D) 7.e5 Qd5, Vardanian - Pavli- 
dis, Albena 2011 and here, White 
maintains a stable advantage with 
the move 8.d3, with the idea 
£>bl-d2-e4. For example: 8...Ji,g4 
9.h3 lxf3 10.®xf3 e6 ll.Qd2 ie7 
12.a3 0-0 13.@g3 Sfd8 14.<&e4± 
and White has a superior pawn- 
structure, has more space and his 
pieces are much more actively 
placed. 

5.. .e5 6.c3 d6 (6...lLe7 7.d4 
cxd4 8.cxd4 exd4 9.e5 ©d5 10. 
®b3£lb6,Cheah- Md Jafar, Pen¬ 
ang 1991, ll.iLg5!? Axg5 12.©xg5 
0-0 13.@d3 g6 14.@g3-» White 
has good attacking prospects for 
the sacrificed pawn, since Black’s 
castling position has been weak¬ 
ened by the move g7-g6.) 7.d4 
id7 8.1g5 ie7 9.Cibd2 cxd4 10. 
cxd4 0-0 ll.Scl exd4 12.£)xd4± 
White’s superior pawn-structure 
provides him with a stable edge, 


Iordachescu - Popadic, Budva 
2003. 

6.®c3 

He is striving for a lively piece- 
play. 



6.. .d6 

Black prevents the threat e4- 
e5. 

6.. .5)e5 7.©xe5 Wxe5, Vokarev 
- Shtyrenkov, Alushta 2004, 8. 
Ml? b6 9.g3 ib7 10.ig2 ie7 11. 
d3± (followed by M4) Black’s 
position has no pawn-weakness¬ 
es and will be a tough nut to 
crack. 

If 6...®d4, then 7.e5 4bxb5 (It 
would be more reliable for Black 
to choose here 7...(bg8, although 
even then following 8.jld3 a6 9.b3 
®e7 10.©e4 ©g6, Miljanic - Ab- 
ramovic, Catania 1991, ll.<Sbxd4!? 
cxd4 12.i,b2 Qxe5 13.ibcd4±, White 
maintains a certain edge. It would 
be too risky for Black to opt for 

13...£)xd3?! 14.cxd3±, followed by 
§cl. Black may fail to evacuate his 
king away from the centre.) 8. 
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®xb5 ffb6 9.c4 a6 10.&c3 ®g8 
11.d4 cxd4 12.£ixd4+ Black lags in 
development, Bakre - Illing¬ 
worth, Canberra 2007. 

He fails to fortify the e5-square 
after 6...£>g4 7.Axc6 bxc6 (7... 
dxc6 8.e5 b6 9.d3± K.Georgiev - 
Lerch, Selestat 2000) 8.h3 £)e5 
9.£)xe5 @xe5 10.d3± White’s su¬ 
perior pawn-structure provides 
him with an advantage, Malakhov 
- Hreinsson, Bilbao 2014. 

The move 6...iLe7 has the 
drawback that it does not prevent 
7.e5, for example, 7...©d5 (It 
would be bad for Black to choose 

7...?lg4 8.iLxc6 bxc6 9.d4 f5 10.h3 
»0h6 ll.J*,g5± and he must either 
comply with a rather unfavoura¬ 
ble exchange, or to retreat his 
bishop to its initial square, Is- 
tratescu - Chernyshov, Pardubice 
1997.) 8.£lxd5 exd5 9.d4 cxd4 10. 
ia4 @a5 (10...0-0 ll.£xd4 &xe5 
12.&b5 Sb8 13.Sxd5± White has 
a better pawn-structure, while 
Black's queen is misplaced, Ma- 
tikozian - Amanov, Los Angeles 
2011.) ll.Ji.b3 0-0 12.M4 lc5 
13.Sd3 h6 14.a3± - The tripled 
pawns on the d-file do not beau¬ 
tify Black’s position and he has 
problems to bring his queenside 
pieces into the actions. The care¬ 
less move 14...M>6? led to a loss of 
a piece for him 15.c3! dxc3 16.il,c2 
g6 17.b4+- Meijer - Sen, Email 
2006. 

6...a6 7.ilxc6 



7.. .bxc6?! 8.e5 ®d5 9.©e4 ie7 
10.c4 5lb6 ll.b3±, followed by 
iLa3 and Black will fail to hold on 
to his c5-pawn, Schlawin - Kai¬ 
ser, Dresden 2004. 

7.. .dxc6?! 8,e5 ©d5 9.©e4+ 
Black will hardly manage to de¬ 
velop his bishop on c8, Kurmann 
- Kantinti, Khanty-Mansiysk 
2010 . 

It is better for Black to play 
here 7..Mx c6 8.d4 - see Chapter 
5, variation D. 

7.d4 cxd4 8.©d5!? 

Now, White can exploit the 
misplacement of the enemy queen 
on the c7-square in a tactical way. 



He may either retreat his 
queen Bl) 8...Sfd8, or capture 
the enemy knight B2) 8...exd5. 
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^d5 


About 8...Wa5 9.id2 fd8 10. 
©xd4 ,§,d7 ll.ii.g5 - see 8...Wd8. 


Bl) 8...@d8 9.£)xd4 id7 
I0.ig5 



White’s pieces exert powerful 
pressure and Black’s defence is 
very difficult. 

10...§c8 

He loses immediately after 10... 
exd5?, due to ll.£sxc6 bxc6 12. 
exd5+ Ji.e713.i,xf6 gxf614.dxc6+- 

Following 10...a6, Brunello - 
Lenic, Sibenik 2012, ll.iLxc6!? 
bxc6 12.7 xf6+ gxf6 13.idi4 kc7 
14.@fh5±, Black is unlikely to 
evacuate his king from the centre. 

After 10...h6 ll.ih4 g5 12.1g3 
e5 13.£f5 ®xe4 14.Sxe4 l.xf5, Ka- 
jaste - Padevsky, Reykjavik 1957, 
White can obtain a great advan¬ 
tage sacrificing his rook with 
15.Sxe5+!+ and Black cannot re¬ 
ply with 15...dxe5?, because of 
16.ilxe5+- and White’s threats 
are impossible to parry. 


I1.4bf5!?T 

The position becomes trem en 
dously sharp after this move. 

11...a6 12.j|,xc6 bxc6? 

It would be more resilient fb r 
Black to defend with 12...j£xc6, al¬ 
though even then, after 13.c4+, he 
will hardly unpin his pieces. 

13.®xf6+ gxf6 
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This position was reached in 
the game Ulibin - Akopian, San¬ 
tiago de Chile 1990. White could 
have obtained a decisive advan¬ 
tage with 14.±h4 d5 15.@g4+- 
and Black would be helpless 
against 16.£jg7 ilxg7 17.@xg7, af¬ 
ter which he would lose his f6- 
pawn and White’s attack on the 
dark squares would be decisive. 

B2) 8...exd5 9.exd5+ ike7 
(diagram) 

10.®xd4 

After this move, there arises 
practically by force an endgame 
with a solid extra pawn for 
White. 
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We can recommend to the 
players who do not believe so 
much in their endgame technique 
and would like to obtain more 
from this position the line: 10. 
dxc6!? bxc6 ll.ika4 Jtg4, Glek - 
G.Kuzmin, Moscow 1992, 12.h3!? 
There might follow 12...iLxf3 13. 
Sxf3 Sc8 14.@g3 0-0 15.!h6 ©h5 
16.®g4 if6 17.5e2 *h8 18Jfxh5 
gxh6 19.®xh6± White has re¬ 
gained the sacrificed pawn and 
has excellent attacking prospects, 
because Black’s kingside has been 
compromised. 

10...£ixd5 ll.£ixc6 bxc6 
12.®xd5 



After 12...id7?! 13.@g5 ke 6 14. 
®xg7±, White has an extra pawn 
and a much safer king, Rasik - 
Markos, Czech Republic 2004. 

13.1g5 f6 

13...0-0 14.gxe7 Wxe7 15.kxe7 
cxd5 16.,ftxf8 Sxf8 17.Sdl= Black 
has preserved the material equal¬ 
ity, but his defence will be diffi¬ 
cult in this endgame, because his 
pawns on the d-file are very weak, 
Vachier Lagrave - Gaffe, Nantes 
2005. 

14.M4 



14...cxb5 

It would be bad for Black to 
opt here for 14...*f8?! 15.@c4 
@d7 16.i,a4 d5 17.®d4± (followed 
by Sadi and c2-c4) and his king 
remains endangered and his 
pawns on c6 and d5 are weak, Or- 
atovsky - Estremera Panos, Lis¬ 
bon 2001. 

15.Sfxd6 ®xd6 16.ixd6 
0-0-0 17.kxe7 
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Black has somehow parried 
the threats against his king at the 
price of a pawn. 

17...Sd2 18.Sacl Se8 19.ge3 



19... a6 


The character of the fight is 
more or less the same after 19... 
gd7 20.ic5 2xe3 21.1xe3± Gra- 
bowski - Zywczok, Email 2008. 

20.h3 &d7 21.1b4 §xe3 
22.ixd2 Se6 23.ib4 ie4 24. 
2dl+ &c6 25.f3 Id5 26.b3 ge2 
27.gcl if7 28.*fl Se5 29.&f2± 

Kolev - Fluvia Poyatos, Badalona 
2001. Just after the opening, the 
position has turned into an end¬ 
game with an extra pawn for 
White. Later, he might try to real¬ 
ise his advantage in a long fight. 
Naturally, he should better avoid 
the trade of the rooks. 


Conclusion 

In the variation with ?>...Vic7 White obtains effortlessly a slight but 
stable edge opening files in the centre after gfl-el, ®bl-c3, d2-d4 and 
®c3-d5. After this, in orderto avoid coming under attack in the middle 
game, Black would need to sacrifice material and enter an endgame in 
which he would be faced with a long and laborious fight for a draw. 
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l.e4 c5 2.‘£sf3 £sc6 3.1b5 £)f6 



Black wishes to provoke the 
pawn-advance e4-e5, which would 
be much rather in his favour, be¬ 
cause after the exchange on c6, 
White’s bishop, left on the board, 
will be restricted by his own pawn 
on e5. 

The move 3...5T6 is often en¬ 
countered even at the top level. 
It was played by M. Carlsen, 
V. Anand, V. Kramnik, A. Moro- 
zevich, V. Topalov. It is also used 
by the Chinese grandmasters 
Wang Hao, Wang Yue and Ni 
Hua. 

4.1,xc6 

This is not the most popular 
move for White, but is very relia¬ 
ble and is used by such outstand¬ 
ing experts of the Rossolimo At¬ 


tack like V. Bologan and S. 
Rublevsky. 

White wishes to force his op¬ 
ponent to clarify immediately his 
decision with what pawn he will 
recapture on c6: A) 4...bxc6, or 
B) 4...dxc6, 


A) 4...bxc6 

This move does not seem so 
reasonable, because Black re¬ 
stricts considerably his bishop on 
c8. 



White begins to chase the en¬ 
emy knight. 

We have to mention this move 
is good only after 4...bxc6, since 
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Black’s bishop cannot go to the f5- 
square. Later, White plans to ex¬ 
change his dark-squared bishop 
on cl. 

5...5id5 6.0-0 



6.. .g6 

We will analyse a similar posi¬ 
tion in Chapter 9. Here, White has 
not lost time for the move gel and 
can exploit this circumstance in 
his favour. 

Black’s alternatives are clearly 
worse. 

6.. .d6 7.Sel e6 8.d3 ke7 9.c4 
®b6 10.exd6 @xd6 ll.£ic3 0-0 
12.®e4 Sfc7 13.b3 f6 14.ia3+. 
White’s pieces exert powerful 
pressure against Black’s weak 
pawn on c5, Gruet - Lode, France 
1996. 

It is just bad for Black to 
choose 6...e6, since this move 
Weakens the d6-square and what 
is even more important is that he 
will have problems with the pro¬ 
tection of his c5-pawn, because he 
will be deprived of the possibility 
to defend it with the move d7-d6. 


7. d3 !e7 (7...f6 8.c4!? <be7 9.exf6 
gxfb 10.®h4 d6 ll.@h5+ *d7 12. 
Wf7± - The board is full of pieces 
and Black’s king is evidently mis¬ 
placed in the centre of the board.) 

8. c4 ®b6 (8...®c7 9.®c3 0-0 10. 
£>e4 ®e8 ll.ie3 Sb6 12.Sbl f5 
13.exf6 ©xf6 14.4xf6+ Jj,xf6 15. 
b4± Mannhardt - Matejka, Pula 
1972) 9.©c3 d5 (9...0-0 10.Qe4±, 
followed by ke3) 10.exd6 iixdb 
11.4be4± Black’s c5-pawn is in a 
great danger, Delgado Ramirez - 
Dothan, Dos Hermanas 2004. 

7.c4 

White must oust immediately 
Black’s knight away from the cen¬ 
tre. 



7...&C7 

Black prepares the transfer of 
his knight to the e6-square in or¬ 
der to fight for the central squares. 

It is obviously weaker for him 
to choose 7...®b6, because his 
knight will be noticeably more 
passive on this square. 8.d4 cxd4 

9.©xd4 Jig7 10.§fh4. We will see 
this plan for White many more 
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times. He prepares the move £cl- 
h6, in order to weaken Black’s 
king by exchanging its defender. 
10...0-0 (10...ila6 ll.£h6 i:xh6 
12.®xh6± with the rather un¬ 
pleasant threat Bg7 and after 5f8 
- 0f3-g5xh7, winning the ex¬ 
change, Philippe - Dudas, Buda¬ 
pest 1997) ll.iih6 f6. Black covers 
the g5-square against the pene¬ 
tration of the enemy knight, but 
weakens his castling position 
even more. 12.J,xg7 &xg7 13.^1c3 
J>.a6 14.b3± (followed by Sfel, 
Badl) - It will be very difficult for 
Black to neutralise White’s activi¬ 
ty in the centre and on the king- 
side, since his minor pieces are 
severely restricted by White’s c4- 
pawn, Kiss - Fatourou, Duisburg 
1992. 

8.d4 cxd4 9.@xd4 



9.. .£g7 

9.. .£b7 10.e6 f6 ll.exd7+ @xd7 
12.@xd7+ *xd7 13.Sdl+ *c8 14. 
<5lc3 c5, Bok - Edouard, Biel 2012. 
Black has a bishop-pair indeed, 
but the endgame is preferable for 


White, because his pieces are bet¬ 
ter coordinated and he has an 
easy plan to attack the weakness 
on c5. 15.£e3!? e5 16.f',d2 5le6 
(16...f5?! 17.vib3 fle6 18.£a4±) 
17.£'sde4 £xe4. Now, rather un¬ 
willingly, Black is forced to part 
with his powerful light-squared 
bishop (He cannot play 17...£e7?l, 
because of 18.Qd6+ £xd6 19.3xd6 
Se8 20.§adl±, followed by ®c3- 
a4xc5). 18.£)xe4 £e7 19.Qc3± 
White dominates on the d5- 
square and this provides him with 
a stable advantage. 

As a rule, 9...£>e6 leads to a 
transposition of moves. 10.©h4 
kg7 - see 9...£g7 (following 10... 
®c7 ll.£h6 £xh6 12.®xh6±, Black 
fails to castle kingside and in the 
centre and on the queenside his 
king will be placed rather precari¬ 
ously, Maljutin - Baumegger, 
Oberwart 1994). 

10.®h4 

White’s queen is perfectly pre¬ 
pared to attack. 
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About 10...0-0 ll.ilh6 £)e6 12. 
£ic3, or ll...f6 12.ixg7 4xg7 13. 
©c3 £se6 - see 10...Cie6. 

It may be also interesting for 
Black to try 10...h6!?, preventing 
the exchange of the dark-squared 
bishops. ll.Qc3 £ie6 12.3el - see 
Chapter 9, variation E. 

It would be too risky for Black 
to try to castle queenside. 10...1.a6 
11.<5jc3 £se6 12.Bel Sc7 13.1d2 f6 
14.1h6 (It is also good for White 
to play sharper 14.©d5!? cxd5 15. 
cxd5± - he regains his piece, be¬ 
cause Black’s knight cannot re¬ 
treat due to the move exf6.) 14... 
Axh6 15.@xh6 0-0-0 16.Sacl± - 
The position is clearly better for 
White, because his king is much 
safer than its counterpart, Vesco- 
vi - Milos, Sao Paulo 2002. 

Il.£h6 0-0 12.®c3 



12.. .f6 

12.. .f5 13.it.xg7 &xg7 14.5ld4 
£sxd4 15.Sxd4± Black has avoid¬ 
ed the direct threats against his 


king, but it is inconceivable what 
he can do with his bishop on c8, 
Srebrnic - Saradjen, Skofja Loka 
2000 . 

13.ixg7*xg714.Sadl 

White continues to improve 
calmly his position. 

14.. .fxe5 

After 14...h6?! 15.Sfel g5 16. 
exf6+ exf6 17.Sg3 Sb6 18.£ih4+-, 
the advance of Black’s pawns has 
only led to the weakening of the 
position of his king, Bauer - Cos- 
er, Hamburg 1999. 

15.£ixe5 ®e8 

15.. .5f4 16.©g3 Bc7 17.gfel± 
White’s king is better placed and 
his pieces are noticeably more ac¬ 
tive, Komliakov - Milovanovic, 
Pozarevac 1995. 



16.Sfel Sf5, Komliakov - Shu- 
raev, Kemerovo 1995, 17.®f3!?± 
(followed by (bc3-e4, ©f3-g5) 
White begins an attack against 
the enemy king. Black will hardly 
manage to parry his opponent’s 
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threats, since his queenside piec¬ 
es can hardly join into the actions 
any time soon. 

B) 4...dxc6 

With this move, Black opens 
the diagonal for his bishop on c8. 

5.d3 

White is deploying his pawns 
according to the rules - to squares 
with an opposite colour of his 
bishop. 



Now, Black has a choice. He 
can play Bl) 5...4hd7, preparing 
e7-e5, or develop his bishop to an 
active position with the move B2) 

5...1g4, 

About 5...g6 6.h3 j2,g7 7.®c3 - 
see Chapter 11. 

5...e6 6.0-0 - see Chapter 8, 
variation A. 

It would be too original for 
Black to choose the plan, connect¬ 
ed with the preparation of the 
move g5. 5...h6 6.0-0 g5 7.b3 kg7 
8.ib2 ig4 9.fhbd2 ©h5 10.1xg7 


(hxg7 ll.Sbli White’s superior 
pawn-structure and his safer king 
provide him with better pros¬ 
pects, E.Hansen - Devereaux, 
Oslo 2013. 

It is dubious for Black to opt 
for 5...c4 6.e5 ■5jg4 (6...5jd7, Ar¬ 
khipov - Mrva, Germany 1993, 
7.dxc4!? g6 8.0-0 ig7 9.@e2i 
White has an extra pawn, despite 
its being doubled.) 7.d4 h5 8.Se2 
ke 6, Vavra - Mrva, Prague 1992, 
9.0-0!? g6 10.®bd2 b5 ll.a4 lg7 
12.axb5 cxb5 13.b3± Black will 
have problems to hold his vulner¬ 
able queenside pawns. 

Following 5...®c7 6.0-0 (The 
position is not so clear after 6.e5 
©d5 7.h3 Jkf5oo - The pawn on e5 
is not placed according to the 
rules and restricts considerably 
the movements of White’s bishop, 
Bologan - Naiditsch, Kishinev 
2012.) 6...e5 7.£bd2 ie7 8.Sc4 
<M7 9.1d2 0-0 10.a4 b6 ll.Ic3 f6 
12.©h4±, followed by <Slh4-f5 and 
Sdl-g4, f2-f4, exerting powerful 
pressure against the enemy king- 
side, Bellini - Collutiis, Arvier 
2008. 


Bl) 5...5id7 6.if4 

White prevents e7-e5. 

6...g6 

Following 6...f6 7.e5 <5ib6 8.h3 
Jtf5 9.£)bd2, there arises a very 
complicated position in which 
White’s superior pawn-structure 
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I.e4 c5 2.&J3 ®c6 3.&b5 © f6 4.kxc6 dc 5.d3 


is a more important factor than 
Black’s bishop-pair. 9...®d5 10.a4 
g5 ll..'i,g3 ;4g7. Black is trying to 
open the position. White wishes 
by all means to hold on to the e5- 
square. 12.a5 £sd7 13.^ic4 M,g6 
14.0-0 ■SixeS 15.Sjfxe5 (It is also 
good for White to play here 15. 
ixe5!? fxe5 16.- .e3 ®d7 17.&xg5 
jih6 18.Sjf3±, but the defect of this 
plan is that Black’s bishops may 
become very dangerous.) 15... 
fxe5, Nezad - Y.Vovk, Moscow 
2008. Now, White would main¬ 
tain a stable advantage with the 
prophylactic move 16.f3! It is es¬ 
sential for him to prevent e5-e4, 
since this would liven up Black’s 
bishops. 16...0-0 I7.@e2± (fol¬ 
lowed by Sfl-el, ,ig3xe5) Black 
can hardly organise active coun¬ 
terplay for the moment and his 
numerous weaknesses will hurt 
him. 

7.@cl 



White prepares the trade of 
the dark-squared bishops and 
Protects his b2-pawn in the pro¬ 
cess. 


7...±g7 8.1h6 ®a5+ 9.c3 
©e5 10.©xe5 Axe5 ll.©d2 



ll...@a6 

Following ll..„&e6 12.0-0 f6, 
Collutiis - Salvador, St Eufemia 
d’Aspromonte 2010, there arises 
a very complicated position, but 
favourable for White after 13. 
Qf3!? Ic7 14.e5 0-0-0 15.exf6 
exf6 16.1g7 §he8 17.ixf6 Sxd3 
18.§el c4 19.ike5 l,xe5. Black must 
exchange the bishops (after 19... 

20.^,g3!+ and then @cl-f4, 
the threats against Black’s king 
are very dangerous). 20.‘£sxe5± 
White maintains better prospects 
in the middle game thanks to his 
safer king. If the queens are ex¬ 
changed, then he would be better 
in the endgame as well, due to his 
possibility to create a passed 
pawn on the kingside. 

12.©c2 !e6 13.f4 !c7 14. 
0-0 f6 15.c4 

Now, after 15...0-0-0, White’s 
d3-pawn will not be hanging. 

The weakening of the d4- 
square is immaterial, since Black 
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does not have a knight left on the 
board. 

15...0-0-0 



16. a4!? 

White is trying to restrict the 
enemy queen. 

16...Sd7 

After 16...b6, White opens ad¬ 
vantageously files on the queen- 
side: 17.a5± 

17. a5 2hd8 18.Sa3 Axa5 

It seems very risky for Black to 
accept the sacrifice, since his piec¬ 
es would come under a pin; other¬ 
wise, his queen would not be 
evacuated from the a6-square. 
19.f5 Af7, Morozevich - Carlsen, 
Biel 2006. Now White has a very 
energetic resource at his disposal 
- 20.e5! gxf5 21.exf6 exf6 
22.§fal b6 23.®b3±, followed 
by £ib3xa5, @c2-c3, Sa3xa5, Ah6- 
e3-xc5 and Black’s position be¬ 
gins to crumble under the pres¬ 
sure of White’s well coordinated 
pieces. The presence of bishops of 
opposite colours on the board is 


also in favour of White, since he 
has practically an extra piece par¬ 
ticipating in the attack. 

B2) 5...!g4 

This is a logical move. Black 
develops his bishop to an active 
position. 

6.h3 



This is the most precise move 
for White. He clarifies the imme¬ 
diate intentions of the enemy 
bishop on g4. Now, Black can ei¬ 
ther preserve his two-bishop ad¬ 
vantage with B2a) 6...Ah5, or 
play B2b) 6...Axf3, 


B2a) 6...Ah5 

One of the defects of this move 
is that now Black cannot play e7- 
e5, because he would lose a pawn 
after g2-g4. 

7.£ic3 

White develops his pieces, 
prepares castling and protects ad¬ 
ditionally his e4-pawn (against 
the possibility c5-c4). 
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l.e4c52Af3 foc6 3. 



7...Qd7 

With this move, Black is pre¬ 
paring e7-e5. Meanwhile, he can 
play later f7-f6, followed by ii,h5- 
f7, transferring his bishop to an 
active position. 


.kb5 €:/6 4.kxc6 dc 5.d3 Ag4 6.h3 
He prevents the move e7-e5. 



9...e6 

About 9..Jfb6 10.@d2 e6 11.0- 
0-0 ke7 12.J,g3 - see 9...e6. 


7.. .’Sc7, Popovic - Yagupov, 
Cappelle la Grande 2014, 8.g4!? 
ig6 9.£>h4 e5 10.®f3 0-0-0 
ll.Ig5 ie7 12.ftf5 !xf5 13.®xf5+ 
Ab8 14.ii.e3;, followed by 0-0-0 
and preparing f2-f4. White main¬ 
tains a stable advantage thanks to 
his superior pawn-structure and a 
more active bishop. 

7.. .e6 8.@e2 «c7 9.g4 Ig6 10. 
id2 £>d7 11.0-0-0 id6 12.£>h4 
0-0-0, Zelcic - Uwira, Pula 
2013, 13.Bdfl!? White creates the 
positional threat f2-f4 and forces 
his opponent to weaken the f5- 
square. 13...e5 14.©f5 ii.xf5 15. 
exf5± White has deprived his op¬ 
ponent of the two-bishop advan¬ 
tage and has obtained an excel¬ 
lent outpost in the centre for his 
knight. 

8.g4 &g6 9.M4 


After 9...®a5, Pergel - Kon- 
nyu, Zalakaros 2011, White’s sim¬ 
plest reaction would be 10.Sd2±, 
preparing 0-0-0. 

Black’s attempt to organise ac¬ 
tive actions on the kingside back¬ 
fires after 9...h5 10.£ih4 jLh7 ll.g5 
e5 12.ii.e3 kg8 13.@d2± (followed 
by 0-0-0 and f2-f4, &h4-f5) - 
White has seized completely the 
initiative, due to the lost time by 
Black for manoeuvres with his 
light-squared bishop, Lorenzo de 
la Riva - Alsina Leal, Barcelona 
2013. 

Following 9...f6, White should 
not allow e7-e5. 10.e5 fcb6 (10... 
@a5?! Balogh - Konnyu, Hungary 
2010,11.e6! ©b6 12.0-0± - Black 
will have difficulties to develop 
his kingside pieces.) Il.@e2 £>d5, 
Bok - Saric, Germany 2013 12. 
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£ig3!? h5 13.0-0± - White has the 
initiative and Black must be con¬ 
stantly on the alert about the 
threat e5-e6, after which his dark- 
squared bishop will be isolated 
from the actions for a long time. 

10.®d2 !e7 11.0-0-0 ®b6 
12.1g3 



White’s further plan is con¬ 
nected with the preparation of the 
pawn-advance f2-f4. 12...0-0-0 
13.&bl §hf8 14.®e3 h6 15. 
®d2 e5 16.f4 f6 17.£)f3 @c7 
18.©h4 J,h7 19.©f5± - White’s 
game is much easier, because 
Black cannot put up with the ene¬ 
my knight on f5 for a long time. 
After its exchange, he will be de¬ 
prived of his two-bishop advan¬ 
tage and will have to defend pas¬ 
sively, Narayanan - Klokas, Re- 
thymno 2014. 


B2b) 6...!xf3 7.®xf3 

White’s achievements are not 
so great, but thanks to his better 
pawn-structure he can rely on a 
long-term positional advantage. 


His further plans will be connect¬ 
ed, as a rule, with an active play 
on the kingside (the organisation 
of the pawn-advance f2-f4), since 
pushing d3-d4 will enable Black 
to get rid of his doubled pawn. 



Black is preparing the flank 
development of his bishop. 

After 7...c4?! 8.dxc4 Sd4 9. 
®d2±, Black's compensation for 
the pawn is insufficient, Mala¬ 
khov - Skatchkov, Moscow 1996. 

Following 7...e6 8.0-0 j|e7, 
Miljanic - Vukovic, Saint Vincent 
2000, White can occupy addition¬ 
al space with the line: 9.e5!? ©d5 
10.@g3±, followed by 5ibl-d2-e4, 
b2-b3, J,cl-b2, f4-f5, organising 
an attack on the kingside. 

7...M7 8.0-0 g6 9.®e2 ig7 10. 
c3 e5 ll.le3 0-0 12.®d2 Se7 13. 
a4 §fd8 14.4bc4± Black’s position 
is solid but very passive, while 
White has a clear-cut plan con¬ 
nected with the preparation of f2- 
f4, Alekseev - Wang, Elista 2008. 
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I.c4 c52.Z\fi ©c6 3.165 1/6 4.ihrc6 dc 5.53 %4 6.63 


The move 7...e5, only increas¬ 
es the effect of White's plan con¬ 
nected with f2-f4, because it 
would help him to open the f-file. 
8.1d2 


I I 

A A AAA 

A 4 

A A 

& 

a w a 

A&A^ a a 

a 1 3? :.g 

After 8...®c7, Kasparova - 
Salvador, Cutro 2008, it would be 
very good for White to play 9. 
©c4±, followed by£c4-e3-f5. 

8.. .1d6 9.1c4 b5 10.£le3 g6 
11.4bg4± Black’s queenside pawn- 
structure has been weakened and 
after an exchange on g4, White 
will play hxg4 and will have the 
possibility to attack the weak en¬ 
emy h7-pawn, David - Estremera 
Panos, Liverpool 2008. 

8.. .11d7 9.Sg3. White’s plan in 
similar positions is very simple. 
He must prepare the move f2-f4 
and transfer his knight to the f5- 
square. 9...W6 10.5ic4 !e7 ll.f4 
exf4 12.1xf4 0-0 (12...ffg6 13. 
0-0 0-0 14.@xg6 hxg6 15.©a5. 
White has changed the route of 
his knight, because Black is inca¬ 
pable of protecting his b7-pawn. 

15...1f6 16.Aixb7 lxb2 17.gabl± 
White has a clear advantage in 
this endgame, because Black’s 
queenside pawns are very weak, 
Nedev - McShane, Mallorca 


2004.) 13.0-0S White’s kingside 
initiative is very dangerous, Ru- 
blevsky - Gagunashvili, Rethvm- 
non 2003. 

8.id2 

White prepares the moveild2- 
c3, with the idea to neutralise in 
the future the pressure of his op¬ 
ponent's bishop on the long diag¬ 
onal. 

8.. .1g7 

8.. .<&d7 9.!c3 e5 10.©d2 ig7 
ll.®c4 @c7 12.a4± White’s pieces 
are more actively placed, Wang - 
Ni Hua, Tiayuan 2005. 

9.kc3 0-0 10.©d2 &e8 11. 
ixg7 £ixg7 12.®e3 ®e6 13. 
0-0-0 ®d4 



Black wishes to exchange 
some pieces and to facilitate thus 
his defence. 

14.£)f3 @xe3+ 15.fxe3 f5 

The character of the position 
remains more or less the same af¬ 
ter 15...Sad8 16.Shfl± Goncharen¬ 
ko - Solinski, Email 2007. 
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16.exf5 Sxf5 17.§dfl §af8 
18.©d2 gf2 19.§hgl g5 20. 

§xf2 §xf2 21.£>e4 Sf8 22.&d2± 

Nisipeanu - Gagunashvili, Saint 
Vincent 2004. 

(diagram) 

White ousts the enemy rook 
from the second rank and can 
play for a win for a long time in 
this slightly better endgame. His 
knight is very powerful in the cen¬ 
tre and his pawn-structure is su- perior. 



Conclusion 

The type of position after the moves 3...®f6 4Jixc6, depends on 
which pawn Black will choose to capture the enemy bishop with. 

After 4...bxc6 (followed by g6, ilg7), White will have very good at¬ 
tacking prospects, transferring his queen along the route Sdlxd4-h4, 
followed by iLh6 and the trade of the dark-squared bishops. 

It seems more solid for Black to choose 4...dxc6, followed by Jkg4. 
As a rule, White obtains a slight but stable advantage and the position 
is often transferred to an endgame favourable for him. White can try to 
realise for a long time the advantages of his better pawn-structure, 
while Black has no active counterplay. 
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l.e4 c5 2.£)f3 £ic6 3.ilb5 e6 



This move, as well as 3...g6, is 
Black’s main weapon against the 
system chosen by White. The 
move 3...e6 has been played by 
the last four World Champions: 
G. Kasparov, V. Kramnik, V. 
Anand and M. Carlsen and by 
many other strong grandmasters 
like B. Gelfand, A. Grischuk, T. 
Radjabov... 

Black’s plan includes £)ge7, 
followed by a7-a6, after which the 
exchange on c6 would not harm 
his pawn-structure. 

4.,ixc6 

White exchanges his bishop 
for the enemy knight and after 
this doubled pawns appear in 
Black’s position. 


Now, he has a choice: A) 4... 
dxc6, or B) 4...bxc6. 

A) 4...dxc6 

With a pawn on e6, capturing 
with the d-pawn is senseless, be¬ 
cause Black’s bishop on c8 cannot 
be developed to g4. In addition, 
after White plays e4-e5, Black 
may have problems connected 
with the vulnerability of the d6- 
square. 

5.0-0 



It seems too risky for Black to 
opt for 5...g6 6.d3 iLg7 - his bish¬ 
op does not control the d6-square 


79 







Chapter 8 


any more. White can exploit this 
circumstance with the line: 7.e5 
©e7 8.&bd2 ®c7 9.§el 0-0 10. 
®e4± Black’s position is very dif¬ 
ficult. White has a clear-cut at¬ 
tacking plan, connected with iig5- 
f6, ffdl-d2, but Black should not 
be so desperate. In the game 
Bologan - Adamczewski, Warsaw 
2011, he tried the rather risky 
move 10...jlxe5? and after 11. 
©xe5 Wxe5 12.±g5 £d5 13x4+-, 
he suffered material losses. 

Following 5...®fc7, White should 
not allow the move e6-e5. 6.e5!? 
©e77.Selb6,Timman - Adianto, 
Indonesia 1983, 8.£ic3!? ©f5 9. 
Qe4 !e7 10.d3 0-0 ll.M4±, fol¬ 
lowed by g2-g4 and the penetra¬ 
tion of the knight to the d6- 
square. 

The move 5...<Slf6 has the 
drawback that now White will 
play e4-e5 with tempo. 6.d3 ke7 
(6...ffc7 7.e5 ®d7 8.§el ie7 9.!f4 
©f810.£>bd2 ®g6 ll.ig3 h512.h3 
h4 13ilh2 b6 14.<5le4 Jla6, Cvoro- 
vic - Nikolac, Pula 1992,15.®d6± 
White has penetrated with his 
knight to the d6-square and 
Black must either comply with 
the exchange of his powerful bish¬ 
op, or lose his castling rights.) 
7x5!? £id5 8.@e2 0-0 9x4 <Sb4 
lO.gdl f5 ll.exf6 ixf6 12.£ic3 e5 
13.a3 4ia6 14.©e4± White’s knight 
dominates in the centre of the 
board, while Black’s bishop on f6 
is restricted considerably by his 
own pawn on e5, which is also an 


isolated pawn, Videki - Meszaros, 
Miskolc 2005. 


6.d3 ©g6 7.e5! 



Naturally, White should not 
allow his opponent to advance e6- 
e5. 

7...ke7 

The move 7...f6, Dvoretzky - 
Kurajica, Solingen 1976, enables 
White to seize the initiative: 8. 
®c3!? fxe5 9.©e4 ie7 10.h4t The 
threat h4-h5 is very unpleasant 
and the greedy move 10...©xh4? 
led after ll.£lxh4 Jlxh4 12.@h5+ 
g6 13Jfh6 ie7 14.©g7 Sf8 15. 
@xh7+-, to a hopeless position 
for Black due to the threat Jlcl-h6. 

Following 7...ffc7 8.@e2 ,t,d7, 
Lupu - Frolov, Germany 1994, 
White could have advanced his h- 
pawn, attacking the enemy knight 
on g6: 9.h4!? 0-0-0 10.h5 <Se7 
ll.®c3 h6 12.©e4± 

8.®c3 0-0 9.§el f6 

After 9...b6 10.@e2 id7 11. 
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I.e4 c5 2.£)_/3 Qc6 3.kb5 e6 4.kxc6 bc5.b3 


g3!?± (followed by h2-h4-h5), 
Black will have problems to find a 
good square for his knight on g6. 



This position was reached in 
the game Naiditsch - Kovac, Mainz 
2008. White had a very energetic 
resource at his disposal - 

10. h4!?, for example: 10...£sxe5 

11. £>xe5 fxe5 12.h5. White is 
planning to follow with h5-h6. 
The pawn on h6 may help him 
later in the organisation of the at¬ 
tack against the enemy king. 12 ... 
b6 13.£\e4 Sf5 14.©g4 @f8 15. 
b3 «f7 16.h6 g6 17.a4. It would 
be impossible for White to break 
Black’s defence on the kingside, 
so he opens a second front. 17... 
&d7 18.!e3 @f8 19.a5± - Black 
has an extra pawn, but his defence 
will be very difficult, since he has 
no active counterplay. White, 
having a very powerful knight in 
the centre of the board, can con¬ 
tinue with active operations on 
the kingside, as well as on the 
queenside (on the a-file). 

B) 4...bxc6 5.b3!? 



This is not the most popular 
move for White in this position, 
but as a recommendation for its 
strength we have to mention that 
it has been played twice by V. 
Anand in his match for the World 
Champiopnship against B. Gel- 
fand (Moscow 2012). 

White’s plan includes J,cl-a3, 
followed by d2-d4, depriving the 
opponent of his two-bishop ad¬ 
vantage. 

We will deal in details now 
with: Bl) 5...e5, B2) 5...d6, 
B3) 5...d5, B4) 5...£)e7 and 
B5) 5...f6. 

5.. .6e7 6.0-0 d6 7.e5!? d5, Sax 
- Pils, Graz 1984 (7...dxe5? 8. 
£ixe5 ffd4 9.M3 ffxe5 10.Sxc6+ 
&d8 ll.S'xaS Sfxal 12.£c3+-, 
queen will not run away from the 
hl-square) 8,<Sic3!?±, followed by 
£)c3-a4, Jxl-a3, creating pressure 
against the vulnerable c5-pawn. 

5.. .@c7 6.0-0 e5 (Following 

6...©e7 7..4a3 d6, Ponomariov - 
Dreev, Moscow 2002, White has a 
very promising pawn-sacrifice. 
8.e5!? dxe5 9.§el ®g6 10.©c3. 
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His knight will go to the a4-square 
in order to create pressure against 
Black's vulnerable c5-pawn. 10... 
:ke7 ll.£sa4 0-0 12.il.xc5 ,t,xc5 13. 
®xc5 Sa5 14.d4 exd4 15.Wxd4t 
White has regained the sacrificed 
pawn and his prospects seem 
preferable thanks to the powerful 
position of his knight on c5 and 
the superior pawn-structure. It 
would be very risky for Black to 
opt for 6...i2,e7 7.Sel ©h6 8.d4 cxd4 
9.®xd4 f6 10.1xh6 gxh6, Naid- 
itsch - Nataf, France 2009, 11. 
ffe3!?+-, he is incapable of pro¬ 
tecting his numerous kingside 
pawn-weaknesses, due to his con¬ 
siderable lag in development.) 

7. c3!? White is preparing d2-d4. 

7...£ie7 8.d4 Ji,a6 9.Bel cxd4 10. 
cxd4 ©g6 llj|a3 iLxa3 12.Qxa3 
exd4 13.@xd4 0-0 14.®c4 ^.xc4 
15.1fxe4 Bfe8 16.Sadl± - He has 
deprived his opponent of the two- 
bishop advantage. Now, Black is 
forced to defend, because his c 
and d-pawns are very weak. 

It would be bad for Black to 
opt for 5...W6?! 6.e5 ®f5 7.0-0 f6 

8. Bel fxe5 9.Bxe5 and the fact that 
he has developed his queen so 
early backfires, because White 
wins tempi for the development 
of his pieces by attacking it. 9... 
Sf6 10.«c3 d6 ll.Bel ie7 12.d4! 
cxd4, Ehlvest - Vaisser, Novosi¬ 
birsk 1993,13.£se4!?@g6 14.Sxd4 
e5 15.®c3 ,ib7 16.£ixe5! White 
opens files in the centre and be¬ 
gins an attack against his oppo¬ 
nent's undefended king with all 


his forces. I6...dxe5 17.@xe5 i d8 
18.h4!! White's h-pawn joins into 
the attack. He wishes to play 
h4-h5-h6, in order to increase his 
pressure on the long diagonal. 

18...C5 19.h5 lf7 20.7:d6+ Sxd6 
21.®xd6 Wf6 22.®b8+ &f7 23. 
ib2 @c6 24.f3 lc8 25.9adl ' I'Ci 
26.h6! g6 27.Sxe7+ *xe7 28. 
ixf6+ ?-?xf6 29.®c7+- 

5...£f6 6.e5 £d5 7.0-0 ie7 
8.c4 , S'ib4 (It seems rather risky 
for Black to opt for 8...€if4, be¬ 
cause White wins tempi for the 
pawn-advance d2-d4. 9.d4 5ig6 
10.dxc5j.xc5 11.©c3 d5 12.exd6 f5 
13.ig5 ®xd6 14.®a4 0-0, Kova¬ 
levskaya - Eisenbeis, Baden 
2003, 15.Ji,e3!? Sxdl 16.Baxdl 
ixe3 17.fxe3 e5 18.Bd6 Sf6 19. 
Bfdl±, followed by £ja4-c5. White 
has a stable advantage in this 
endgame, because Black’s queen- 
side pawns are weak.) 9.<5hc3!? d5 
10.exd6 ©xd6 ll.?3e4 ®c7 12. 
Js,b2± - White’s superior pawn- 
structure and his more harmoni¬ 
ously placed pieces provide him 
with a long lasting positional ad¬ 
vantage. 


Bl) 5...e5 

(diagram) 

There arise interesting tactical 
complications on the board after 
this move. 

6.©xe5 

This the only way for White to 
rely on obtaining an advantage. 

6...®e7 7.d4 d6 
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I.e4 c5 2.Q/3 <Sc6 3±b5 e6 4.kxc6 be 5.b3 



Black can attack the enemy 
knight with his other pawn, but 
this deprives his knight on g8 
from another useful square. 7...f6 
8.©f3 ®xe4+ 9Ae3 ka6, Nouro - 
Pudas, Helsinki 2012, 10.©bd2!? 
®g4 ll.dxc5 ©xg2 12.ggl Sh3 13. 
®cl!± (followed by @cl-a3 and 
0-0-0) and White is clearly 
ahead in development. 

8.£>xc6 Sxe4+ 9.@e2 
Sfxe2+ 10.&xe2 !b7 



ll.&a5! &xg2 12.Sgl Ah3 
13.dxc5 dxc5 

The forced play has led to a 
very complicated endgame. Black 
has restored the material balance 
indeed, but lags considerably in 


development and his queenside 
pawn-structure has been compro¬ 
mised. 

14.£c3 0-0-0 15.if4 

It is also possible for White to 
play calmly - 15.Ae3!? ®f6 16. 
Sadi Sxdl 17.Bxdl±, followed by 
£ta5-c4-d6. 

15...M6 16.1xd6 Sxd6 17. 
Sg5 &f6 18.Sxc5+ &b8, Anand 
- Gelfand, Moscow 2012, 19. 
£sb5!? Bd7 20.&f3! Ag4+ 21. 
&g2± White has evacuated his 
king away from the danger zone 
and Black’s compensation for the 
pawn is insufficient. 


B2)5...d6 



He protects his c5-pawn and 
plans to advance e6-e5, reducing 
the scope of action of the enemy 
bishop on cl and preparing Ac8- 
g4. His plans will not be realised, 
though... 

6.e5!? 

White prevents e6-e5. 

6...dxe5 
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Black weakens his pawn- 
structure, hoping to exploit later 
the defencelessness of the enemy 
rook on al and the knight on e5. 

The position would not be so 
sharp after 6...d5 7.d3. Before be¬ 
ginning to realise his standard 
plan, connected with £ic3-a4, 
iLa3, it would be useful for White 
to take some measures against c5- 
c4. 7...(be7 (In Black insists on ad¬ 
vancing 7...c4, then after 8.dxc4 
J,a6, Rosito - Rocha, Serra Negra 
2002, White should continue 
with 9.0-0!?, trying to develop 
his pieces as quickly as possible. 

9...dxc4 10Jfe2 Wa5 ll.bxc4 ffa4 
12.£ibd2 ®xc2 13.>Sbg5!± Black has 
succeeded in restoring the mate¬ 
rial balance, but has fallen back 
considerably in development and 
will have problems to bring his 
kingside pieces into the actions.) 
8.0-0 &g6 9.&c3 !e7 10.®a4± - 
with White’s standard play 
against the weak enemy c5-pawn, 
Gaponenko - Vasiesiu, Romania 
1994. 

7.£lxe5 



7...td5 

After 7...W g5, White must play 
very accurately. 8.£)g4 f5 



9.fff3! This is the only move. 
(White would not obtain an edge 
with 9.©e3 f4 10.M3 fxe3 11. 
®xc6+ 'i’dS 12.Sxa8, Martinez - 
Morelia, Villa Clara 2001, 12... 
exf2+! 13.&xf2 £sf6!= He has a 
material advantage indeed, but 
his game is not easy at all. White’s 
pieces are not developed and his 
king may come under a danger¬ 
ous attack after M8-d6, Sh8-f8.) 

9...fxg4. This move is at least 
principled (after 9...ikb7 10.£le5±, 
Black has no compensation for 
his numerous pawn-weaknesses). 
10.®xc6+ &f7 ll.®xa8 @e5+ 12. 
&dl ®xal (12...ffc7 13.@e4 ®f6 
14.®e2 ib7 15.f3 gxf3 16.gxf3 
©d5 17.1,b2+ - Black’s compensa¬ 
tion for the sacrificed material is 
insufficient, Howell - Williams, 
Aberystwyth 2014.) 13.Sxc8 ©xbl. 
He has an extra piece, but his 
queen is stuck in the enemy camp. 
White’s task is to bring his bishop 
into the actions and to create 
checkmating threats against the 
enemy king, while Black’s queen 


84 





I.e4 c5 2.&J3 ®ic6 3.165 e6 4.1.vc6 6c 5.63 


is evacuated from the bl-square. 
I4.1'd7+ S'ie7 15.Set §xa2 16. 
@xe6+ :-'e8 17.d4! This is the 
most precise move. 17...cxd4. 
Otherwise, White would follow 
with d4-d5-d6. 18.5e5 d3 19.Ec5 
*d8 20.1,go d.xc2+ 21.2xc2 «bl+ 
22. id2+- and Black will have to 
part with his queen in order not to 
be checkmated. 

It seems too risky for Black to 
choose here 7...Sfd4 8.1b2. White 
sacrifices a bishop and deflects 
the enemy queen to a very precar¬ 
ious position 8...@xb2 (After 8... 
@e4+ 9.®fl £sf6 10.d3 ©d5 11. 
®d2±, there arises a position 
analogous to the main variation, 
except that White did not need to 
waste a tempo for the retreat of 
his knight from the e5-square, 
Van Beek - Duijn, Netherlands 
2013.) 9.€jc3 



9...Wa3. Black is defending 
against the threat £le5-c4, but 
now troubles come from another 
side. 10.W3 £le7 ll.lfxf7+ *d8 
12.0-0 Wa6 13.«fh5 &c7 14.5lf7 
8g8 15.@e5+ *d7 16.©g5 *e8 
17Sfel Wb7 18.£txe6 lxe6 19. 
®xe6 Bh8 20.®e4 Sd8 21.£ig5+- 


Tishin - Sevdimalicv, Suvorov 
2012 and Black is helpless against 
the threat 4lg5-f7. 

8. ®f3 ©e4+ 

White is deprived of his cas¬ 
tling rights. 

9. *fl 



He has temporary difficulties 
with the activating of his rook on 
hi, but despite this, he can fight 
successfully for an advantage 
thanks to Black’s pawn-weak¬ 
nesses on the c-file. White’s next 
moves should be focused on pre¬ 
venting c5-c4 and accomplishing 
an artificial castling (g2-g3 and 
vh'fl-g2, or h2-h3 and i?fl-gl-h2.). 

9.. .W5 

This is prophylactic against 
g2-g3, which can be countered 
with «5-h3. 

9.. .(hf6 10.d3 ,ia6, Caruana - 
Vazquez Igarza, Madrid 2006, 
ll.g3!?±, followed by Ml-g2. 

10.£>a3 ia6+ 

10.. .1.6 11.d3 vif6 Vi f:\c4 Ac7, 
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Kosteniuk - Canon, Graechen 
2013, 13.ib2!? 0-0 14.1e5 Axe5 
15.5jfxe5 £sd5 16.W3± White has 
deprived his opponent of the two- 
bishop advantage and simplified 
the position bv exchanges. Black 
can hardly exploit the unfavoura¬ 
ble position of his opponent's 
king, so he does not have suffi¬ 
cient compensation for his weak¬ 
ened pawn-structure. 

10...4f6 ll.d3 4id5 12.&c4Aa6 
13.Be2 (It is more precise for 
White to play here 13.iLb2!?±, de¬ 
priving his opponent of his possi¬ 
ble counterplay on the long diago¬ 
nal.) 13...Jlxc4 14.bxc4 9f6 15.Bbl 
£>c3 16.ib2 Sb8 17.®el Ad6 18. 
ilxc3 Sxbl 19.j|xf6 Sxel+ 20.4xel 
gxf6 21.&e2 &d7 22.Sbl± White 
still has some edge thanks to his 
better pawn-structure, but the 
position has been simplified con¬ 
siderably. Later, in the game 
Grischuk - Radjabov, Moscow 
2012, Black managed to draw. 

Il.d3!d6 



12.1b2!? 


This move is more accurate 
than 12.h3, because of 12...£se7co, 
followed by e6-e5 and after the re¬ 
treat of the queen - f7-f5 and 
Black organises good counterplay 
on the kingside, Nepomniachtchi 
- Moiseenko, Biel 2013. 

12...£\f6. The knight will not 
be placed so well here as on e7, 
since it will impede the advance of 
the f-pawn. 13.g3 ©h3+ 14.&gl 
0-0 15.£ig5 «f5 16.fte4! White 
simplifies advantageously the po¬ 
sition, exploiting the defenceless¬ 
ness of the bishop on d6. 16... 
Ae5 17.£xf6+ Sxf6 18.Axe5 
®xe5 19.&g2 «fd5+ 20.f3 e5 
21.§el± - The pawn-shelter of 
White’s king is not perfect indeed, 
but this cannot compensate the 
defects of Black’s queenside 
pawn-structure. 

B3) 5...d5 

This natural move has the draw¬ 
back than now Black is deprived 
of the possibility to protect his 
pawn on c5 with the move d7-d6. 

6.®c3!? 
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White defends his pawn and 
prepares at the same time iia3, 
©a4. 

6...i:a6 

Black intends to play c5-c4, in 
order to get rid of his doubled 
pawns. 

There arises a very interesting 
position, but more favourable for 
White, after 6...©e7 7.0-0 ©g6 8. 
gel f6 9.ia3 e5 10.®a4 Qf4 11. 
Ixc5 Ixc5 12.£)xc5 0-0 13.d4 
kg4 14.^Sld3!? Black has obtained 
some compensation for the sacri¬ 
ficed pawn and White needs to 
simplify the position in order to 
reduce his opponent’s attacking 
potential. (It would be worse for 
White to opt for 14.h3 j|h5 15. 
©d3, due to 15...®xh3+! 16. gxh3 
f5» and Black will have very good 
compensation for the sacrificed 
piece. Later, in the game Grischuk 
- Topalov, Astana 2012, White 
failed to cope with the rather 
problematic defence and lost very 
quickly.) 14...©g6 15.exd5 cxd5 
16.dxe5 ®h4 17.e6! White wishes 
to deflect his opponent’s forces of 
the attack by advancing his e- 
pawn. 17...®d6 18.e7 gfe8 19.©b4 
d4 20.5e4 Ixf3 21.gxf3 £>f5 22. 
Sel a5 23.©d3 Sxe7 24.gxe7 
©xe7 25.a4±, followed by b2-b4, 
creating a passed pawn on the 
queenside. Black’s compensation 
for the pawn is insufficient. 

After the rather extravagant 
move 6...g5, Adams - Gregoire, 
Montpellier 2006, White should 


continue with 7.0-0!? kg7 8.exd5 
cxd5 9.gel h6 10.ia3 Sa5 ll.©a4± 
It would be too risky for Black to 
accept the exchange-sacrifice 11... 
jbcal?! 12.Sxal f6 13.c4 dxc4 14. 
®b2 *f7 15.®xc5 gb8 16.©e4 
cxb3 17.axb3 Sd8 18.@c3s, be¬ 
cause he will have great problems 
to parry his opponent's numerous 
threats, since his king is vulnera¬ 
ble and his queenside pieces are 
not developed yet. 

6...£if6 7.e5 4;d7 8.d3 Ae7 9. 
0-0 0-0 lO.Sel a5 ll.©a4 ia6 
12.c4 ®b6 13.£ixb6 Sxb6 14.iLg5±, 
exchanging the important enemy 
bishop, Tomilova - Melnikova, 
Samara 2005. Now Black’s bishop 
on a6, left on the board, is severe¬ 
ly restricted by his own pawns on 
c6 and e6, as well as by White’s 
pawn on c4. 



7.d3 ®f6 8.±b2 ®a5 9.®d2 
c4 10.dxc4 dxc4, Naiditsch - 
Nataf, Germany 2007. Here, 
White had to continue with 11. 
0-0!?, evacuating his king away 
from the centre. Il...gd8 12.@f4 
ie713.gfel 0-0 14.®a4±. Black 
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has failed to get rid of his pawn- 
weaknesses. 


B4) 5...Be7 

Black’s first task is to develop 
his kingside pieces. He plans to 
transfer his knight on g6 and fol¬ 
low this with le7 and 0-0. 

6.1b2 



White refrains from Jla3 and 
plans to develop his bishop on the 
long diagonal. 

6...£ig6 

Following 6...d6, White should 
naturally prevent e6-e5. 7.e5 dxe5 
8.®xe5 f6 9.£ic4 e5 10.0-0 ©g6 
ll.®f3 Sd5 12.@g3 ie7 13.©c3 
We6, Lyell - Simonian, Palma de 
Mallorca 2013, 14.Sael 0-0 15. 
d3±, followed by £la4, Jia3. 

After 6...f6, White has the re¬ 
source 7f/)h4\ and the threat of a 
check on the h5-square becomes 
very unpleasant for Black. 7...e5 
This move covers the diagonal for 
White’s bishop on b2. Now, the 
check on h5 will not be dangerous 


for Black, because after g7-g6, the 
f6-pawn will not be attacked by 
the enemy bishop. 8.f4. White 
wishes by all means to activate his 
bishop. 8...d6 9.0-0 J,e6 (9...exf4 
10.3xf4 i:e6 11.d3 -7:g6, Ofner - 
Sebenik, Bad Gleichenberg 2013, 
12.Wfh5!? £f7 13.5)xg6 ixg6 14. 
Sff3±, followed by 5102, Sal-fl. 
White has a superior pawn-struc¬ 
ture and more actively deployed 
pieces.) 10.fxe5 dxe5 ll.*hl @d7 
12.d3 ©c8, Nepomniachtchi - 
Moiseenko, Legnica 2013, 13. 
Sh5+!? If7 14.@e2 le6 15.Qc3 
ikd6 16.Sf2+ It would be too dif¬ 
ficult for Black to parry his oppo¬ 
nent’s threats on the kingside 
(W5, @g3), as well as the threat 
against his c5-pawn (,S,cl-e3, 
®a4). 

7. h4 

White’s plans include the 
pawn-advance h5-h6, which is 
particularly strong with a bishop 
on b2. 

7...h5 

Black prevents h4-h5, but 
weakens the g5-square. 

8. e5 
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White frees a square for his 
knight. He wishes to play Sjc3-e4, 
followed by ftg5. In addition, he 
has the plan with : ?:a3-c4, trying 
to exploit the vulnerability of the 
d6-square. 

8.. .1e7 

Or 8...a5, Lyell - Krasenkow, 
St Clement Bay 2013, 9.$fa3!?±, 
followed by ©c4. 

After 8...d6 9.exd6 @xd6, Ad¬ 
ams - Shirov, Reykjavik 2003, 
White must prevent Black’s pawn- 
advance c5-c4. The best way of 
doing this would be the move 
10.4la3!?, for example: 10...f6 11. 
®c4 Sd5 12.®e3 ©d7 13.d3 ©f4 
14.®d2! From this square, the 
knight can go to c4, as well as to 
the e4-square. Meanwhile, he 
frees the f3-square for his queen. 

14...e5 15.1T3 £le6 16.0-0-0± 
Black will hardly manage to find a 
safe haven for his king. His queen- 
side pawn-structure is in ruins 
and his kingside has been weak¬ 
ened by the move h7-h5. 

8.. .1b8 9.d3. White should not 
allow c5-c4. 9...ii.e7 10.(isbd2 Jta6 
11.g3 f6 12.Se2 &f7, Janev - S. 
Matsenko, Oloinouc 2010, 13. 
0-0-0!?± Black’s bishop on a6 is 
very passive and his king needs 
permanent protection. 


the diagonal of his bishop. 9...ke7 
10.^:bd2 fxe5 ll.SxeS 5lxe5 12. 
S.xe5 0-0 13.J.c3 (but not 13. 
V'fxhS?, in view of 13...Sf5 14.Se2 
n„xe5! 15.fixe5 ,af616.S'xc5 Jlxal+) 

13...We8 14.Se2±, followed by 
0-0-0, f3, g4 and Black will 
hardly manage to neutralise his 
opponent’s initiative on the g- 
file. 

8...c4. This pawn-sacrifice is 
insufficient for equality. 9.bxc4 
3b 8 10.Jlc3 c5 ll.d3 ie7 12.&bd2 
f5 13.g3 ib7 14.@e2 @b6 15.3gl 
®c6 16.a4 ia8 \7&\\2 3h6 18.f4 
&h8 19.adf3 ©f7 20.*d2 3h8, 
McShane - Grischuk, Istanbul 
2003, 21.3gbl!? Sxbl 22.3xbl g6 
23.3b8+ id8 24.Sel *f8 25.a5 
&g7 26.@bl± White has an extra 
pawn, despite its being doubled, 
and some initiative on the queen- 
side. 

9.£ic3 


k ft a if a * 

S m B l 






m 


8...f6, Maiorov - Antonenko, 
Orel 1996, 9.d3!? White intends 
to develop his knight on d2, since 
on the c3-square it would cover 


9...f6 

Black has the two-bishop ad¬ 
vantage, so he wishes to open the 
position. 
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It would be worse for him to 
opt for 9...c4 10.©e4 c5 11.5tfg5! 
Sc7, Grafl - Kalinitsehew, Ger¬ 
many 2005, 12.W3!? £>xe5 13. 
I.xe5 Wxe5 14.@xf7+ *d8 15. 
0-0± and Black’s king might 
come under an attack in the cen¬ 
tre of the board. 

Following 9..15 10.d3 9a5, 
Gonzalez Vidal - Fernandez Car¬ 
doso, Medellin 2013, 11.9d2!?±, 
Black will hardly manage to ob¬ 
tain counterplay. 

10.£le4 fxe5 

It would be too risky for him to 
choose 10.because Black’s 
king would be rather unsafe on 
this square. 11.d3 ffc7 12.9e2± 
Svetushkin - Stoumbos, Ko- 
rinthos 2001. 



Il.£lxe5 £lxe5 12.±xe5 0-0, 
Morin - Gramstad, Email 2006, 
13.f4!± - This move maintains 
the advantage for White. The 
point is that now, Black cannot 
play 13...d6?, because of 14. 
9xh5! and White’s attack would 


be very powerful, for example: 

14...dxe5 15.©g5 Jbtg5 16. 
hxg5 9d4 17.g6 @xal+ 18.&e2 
Sfxhl 19.9xhl Sxf4 20.9h7+ 

&f8 21.c4! Now, Black cannot 
play „&a6 with tempo. He has 
more than sufficient material 
equivalent for the queen, but his 
pieces are discoordinated and he 
cannot avoid the loss of his g7- 
pawn, after which White’s g-pawn 
will cost a rook for Black. 21...§f5 
22.9h8+ &e7 23.ffxg7+ &d6 
24.®h8 Ab7 25.g7 gg5 26. 
9f8+ *d7 27.9f7+ *d6 28.b4! 
cxb4 29.9xb7 Sg8 30.c5+ &d5 
31.®d7+. Now, Black loses a rook, 
or will be checkmated after 31... 
*e4 32.®d3+ &f4 33.®f3# 


B5) 5...f6 

This move seems to be more 
flexible than 5...£ie7. Black wishes 
to occupy the centre at an oppor¬ 
tune moment (e6-e5, d7-d5) and 
does not determine the position 
of his knight on g8 yet. 

6 . 0-0 



White makes a useful move 
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and conceals his intentions about 
the future of his bishop on cl. 

We will analyse now: B5a) 

6...£ie7 and B5b) 6...©h6. 

If 6...d5, Elcoate - Balabacv, 
Email 2001, then 7.®c3!?±, fol¬ 
lowed by la3 and 4ia4. 

Or 6...e5 7,c3 d5 8.ffe2 dxe4 
9.@xe4 ®d5, Naiditsch - Jako- 
venko, Moscow 2009, 10.®a4!? 
©e7 ll.§el Jld7 12.iLa3± and then 
c4, ©c3-e4 and Black will have 
problems to protect his weakness 
on c5. 


B5a) 6...©e7 7.ia3 



White exploits the fact that 
Black’s pawn on c5 is not defend¬ 
ed and develops his bishop to an 
active position with tempo. 

7.. .d6 

This move may seem a bit pas¬ 
sive, but thus Black avoids the 
trade of the dark-squared bishop. 

7.. .41 g6 8.d4 cxd4 9.iixf8 


i 

it##!, I 

A 
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9.. .Qxf8 10.@xd4 <&g6 ll.c4 
0-0 12.Sdl Be7 13.©c3± White’s 
play is much easier in this posi¬ 
tion. Black’s attempt to play ac¬ 
tively on the kingside with 13... 
f5?!, only worsened his situation. 
14.®d6 @f7 15.e5±, followed by 
4lc5 and his bishop on c8 had no 
moves, Kovalevskaya - Shumia- 
kina, Kstovo 1998. 

After 9...'&xf8 10.4)xd4 Sc711. 
c4 &f7 12.4lc3 Sd8, Peptan - 
Cmilyte, Plovdiv 2008, 13.fff3!? 
d6 14.Sadl *g8 15.Sd2 £>e5 16. 
@g3 ©f7 17.Sfdl±, White had 
again a much freer game. 

8.c3 

He is preparing d2-d4. 

8.. .©g6 9.d4 cxd410.cxd4 



10...ie7 
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10.. .11a6 ll.Sel M.e7, Yandemi- 
rov - P.Smirnov, Moscow 2009, 

12.d5!?±, followed by ©d4, em¬ 
phasizing the vulnerability of the 
e6-square. 

ll.Sfcl ib712.@e3 @a5 

12.. .0-0 13.©bd2 e5 14.Sfdl 
d5 15.ixe7 Sxe7 16.7,act 7ae8 17. 
©fl ®b4 18.©g3±. White main¬ 
tains a stable advantage, thanks 
to his superior pawn-structure, 
Delizia - Lopes, Email 2011. 



13.e5 

After this positional pawn-sac¬ 
rifice, there arises a transfer, al¬ 
most by force, into a better end¬ 
game for White. 13...fxe5 14. 
dxe5 £)xe5 15.£)xe5 ®xe5 16. 
®xe5 dxe5 17.iLxe7 '«£>xe7 18. 
gel ghd8 19.£c3 Sd3, Frangi - 
Bresadola, ICCF 2012, 20.£>e4!? 
§ad8 21.gacl §3d4 22.f3± 
White is a pawn down indeed, but 
only he can play for a win in this 
position. His knight is evidently 
more active than his opponent’s 
bishop and the majority of Black’s 
pawns are very weak. 


B5b) 6...©h6 



Black plans to transfer his 
knight to the f7-square, but after 

7.d4 

this knight comes under attack 
by the enemy bishop. 

” 7...5H7 8.1a3 

It is also good for White to play 
here 8.c3!? cxd4 9.cxd4 ke7 (9... 
Ia6 lO.Sel ib4 ll.id2 ±e7 12. 
£c3 0-0 13.5ja4 e5 14.@c2±, fol¬ 
lowed by Sal-cl and White’s game 
is very promising, Kim - Dobrov, 
Samara 2004) 10.^,a3 itxa3 11. 
®xa3 0-0 12.§el d5 13.e5 fxe5 

14.Qxe5 ©xe5 15.Sxe5 ©d6 16. 
£c2 c5 17.®e2 id7 18.@e3 Sac8 
19.dxc5 @xc5 20.©d4±. White has 
a clear advantage thanks to the 
powerful placement of his knight 
in the middle of the board and his 
pressure against the weak enemy 
e6-pawn, as well as due to the 
possibility to create an outside 
passed pawn on the queenside, 
VanOosterom - Samraoui, Email 
2006. 

8...cxd4 
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Or 8.. Jfa5 9.c3 cxd4 10.1xf8 
®xf8 ll.cxd4 g6, Tolstikh - Selin, 
St Petersburg 2000, 12.e5!?±, 
with good prospects on the dark 
squares. 

9.ixf8 *xf8 

After 9...Sxf8 10.©xd4 Sb6 
ll.Sfd2 c5 12.Sdl &e7, Bellini - 
Tomescu, Reggio Emilia 2003, 
13.c4!? d6 14.©c3±, Black's king is 
very unsafe in the centre of the 
board. 

10.®xd4 



10...e5 

Black places his pawns accord¬ 
ing to the rules - on squares of an 
opposite colour of his bishop. 

It would be worse for him to 
play 10...g6, in view of ll.e5!± 
Belkhodja - Dussart, France 
2003. 

After 10...®c7 ll.c4 c5 12.©e3 
Itb7 13.©c3 g6, White obtains 
an advantage implementing the 
standard plan for similar posi¬ 


tions - the transfer of the knight 
to the d3-square. 14.©el! &g7 
15.©d3 d6 16.f4± Black will have 
great problems to parry his oppo¬ 
nent’s threat e4-e5, after which 
his pawn on c5 will become very 
weak, Alavkin - Filipenko, Pskov 
1998. 

Following 10...d6 11.c4 c5 
12.ffe3 !b7 (12...g6 13.©c3 &g7, 
Zatonskih - Moiseenko, Kapus- 
kasing 2004, White obtains an 
advantage with the already famil¬ 
iar transfer of the knight - 14. 
©el!?±) 13.©c3 ffb6 14.©el &e7 
15.f4 She8 16.©d3 &f8 17.e5± 
White has realised completely his 
plan and Black's defence will be 
difficult, Eschenko - Kerna- 
zhitsky, Kiev 2000. 

After 10...Hb6, White should 
better avoid the exchange of 
queens, because Black will still 
have problems with the defence of 
his king. 11.©d2 g6, Kosteniuk - 
Shumiakina, Elista 1998 (11.. .&e7 
12.e5!±) 12.e5!? White does not 
wait for his opponent to improve 
the placement of his king and be¬ 
gins immediate active actions. 
12...fxe5 13.©xe5 ©xe5 14.©d6+ 
*f7 15.®xe5 Sf8 16.©d2 d5 17. 
©f3± White’s knight is obviously 
stronger than Black’s bishop. 

11.M2 g6 

Following 11...d5 12.©c3 dxe4, 
Belkhodja - Sveshnikov, Dubai 
2002, White could have entered a 
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better endgame with 13.©xe4!? 
@xd2 14.£fxd2±. 

11.. .d6 12.c4 ile6 (12...g6 - see 

ll...g6) 13.£ic3 g5.Now,thetrans- 
fer of the knight to the d3-square 
is not so purposeful, since White 
cannot advance f2-f4. Therefore, 
he transfers his knight to e3, in 
order to exploit the vulnerability 
of the f5-square. 14.5',el A'g7 15. 
©c2 h516.£se3± Zimina - Javakh- 
ishvili, Yerevan 2000. 

12.c4 &g7 13.®c3 d6 14. 
Bad 

It is also good for White to play 
immediately 14.©el!?± 

14.. .1Le6 15.£>el ®e7 16. 
®d3g5 

(diagram) 

This position was reached in 
the game Yudasin - Sveshnikov, 
St Petersburg 1997. Black has pre¬ 


vented the pawn-advance f2-f4 
and here White had to try to 
transfer his knight to the e3- 
square. 17.®b4!? Bac818.(hc2±, 
followed by £se3 and the doubling 
of the rooks on the d-file, combin¬ 
ing the pressure against the d6- 
pawn with the threat of the pene¬ 
tration of the knight to the f5-out- 
post. Black’s defence will be very 
difficult, since he is deprived of 
any active counterplay and his 
king is vulnerable. 


Conclusion 

We have chosen as a main opening weapon for White, in response 
to 3...e6, the move 4..l,xc6, after which he obtains a stable edge follow¬ 
ing 4...dxc6, because Black will have problems with his bishop on c8 
and the weakness of the d6-square. White plays e4-e5 and transfers his 
knight to e4, after which Black will have no active possibilities. 

After the stronger move 4...bxc6 5.b3, there arise complicated posi¬ 
tions in which White’s game is freer and he leads in development, while 
Black has the two-bishop advantage. White must try to trade the dark- 
squared bishops and he plays Jla3 and d2-d4 with this idea. Later, he 
organises his actions exerting pressure against the weak enemy d6- 
pawn and tries to prepare the pawn-break f2-f4. 

In order to do that, it would be advantageous for him to transfer his 
knight to d3 (®f3-el-d3). If Black impedes the pawn-advance f2-f4 
with the move g6-g5, then White should change the route of his knight 
and transfer it to e3, from where it will eye the weakened f5-square. 
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l.e4 c5 2.£)f3 £ic6 3. Jlb5 g6 



The least three chapters of our 
book will be devoted to Black’s 
most popular response against 
the Rossolimo Attack. He pre¬ 
pares the development of his 
bishop on the long diagonal in or¬ 
der to increase his control over 
the d4-square. 

The move 3...g6 is often played 
by E. Bacrot, V. Ivanchuk, P. 
Leko, T. Radjabov, Wang Hao and 
many other grandmasters. As a 
rule, after it there arise compli¬ 
cated dynamic positions in which 
both sides have their trumps. 

4.,ixc6 

This move has not become so 
popular right away, since White 
presents deliberately his opponent 
with the two-bishop advantage. 


Still, this line began to be 
played more and more often. 
4. J.xc6 was used by World Cham¬ 
pions like G. Kasparov, V. Kram¬ 
nik, V. Anand and M. Carlsen. 
Some other strong grandmasters 
played it too like M. Adams, A. 
Grischuk, V. Ivanchuk, S. Karja- 
kin, P. Leko, A. Shirov, P. Svidler. 

The basic idea of the move 
4.J,xc6 is that later White wishes 
to exploit the weakness of Black’s 
doubled pawns on the c-file. In 
addition, it would be very impor¬ 
tant which pawn Black will cap¬ 
ture with on c6, since White’s fur¬ 
ther plan of development depends 
on this. 

4...bxc6 

Black increases his pawn- 
presence in the centre, but im¬ 
pedes the development of his own 
bishop on c8. Besides the bishop, 
in this variation Black has some 
difficulties with the development 
of his knight as well. On the other 
hand, his position is very solid. 
He has a pair of bishops too and 
White should not forget this. 

About 4...dxc6 - see Chapters 
10 - 11 . 
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5.0-0 

After Black captures with his 
b-pawn, White should better cas¬ 
tle immediately, since his king 
has nothing to do on the queen- 
side, because Black has there an 
open file to attack. 

5.. .!g7 

His attempts to postpone this 
move, as a rule, would not be ef¬ 
fective. 

About 5...d5 6.d3 ig7 7.Sel - 
see 5...Jig7. 

5.. .®f6 6.e5 ©d5 7.c4 - see 
Chapter 7, variation A. 

5.. .d6 6.e5!? White should not 
allow the move e7-e5. 6...d5 
(About 6...ig7 7.Sel - see 5...ig7; 

6...dxe5 7.®xe5 f6 8.£ic4± and 
White has an easy game against 
his opponent’s doubled isolated 
pawns on the c-file, Van der 
Weide - Berkvens, Netherlands 
2005.) 7.h3 ig7 8.©c3 h5 9.d3 f6 
10.Sel± Black has played very 
originally in the opening, but this 
does not necessarily mean that he 
has played well, Dvalishvili - 
Gurkin, Moscow 2009. 


6.Sel 



This is a very useful move for 
White. He does not reveal his 
plans yet and waits for his oppo¬ 
nent’s reaction. 

Now, we will deal in details 
with: A) 6...d6, B) 6...f6, C) 

6...<Sh6, D) 6...e5, E) 6...&f6. 

6...@b6. This counter attack is 
detrimental to Black’s develop¬ 
ment and looks very dubious, 
since White parries easily the 
threats against his b2-pawn. 7.e5. 
Now, Black’s knight cannot be de¬ 
veloped to the f6-square. 7...®h6 
8.d3. White intends to transfer 
his knight to c4 in order to win a 
tempo by attacking the enemy 
queen. 8...0-0 9.5ibd2 ®f5 10. 
©c4 ®c7 11.if4 ia6 12.lSd2 ifb7 
13.c3 f6 14.exf6 Ixf6 15.®e3 £>xe3 
16.Sxe3 d6 17.ig5 Bae8 18.Sael± 
Black’s king shelter has been 
compromised and after an attack 
by White’s pieces, Black will have 
problems to bring his bishop on 
a6 into the defence of his king, 
Nijboer - Leko, Wijk aan Zee 
1993. 
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6...ffc7. This move does not 
solve the problem with the devel¬ 
opment of Black’s knight on g8. 
7.h3 d6 8.c3 


I i f 41 

1 1’ i lil 

11 1 
1 

%■ »A%?- jy 

A® S SAi) 

a^i«g m 

8.. .1b7 9.£ia3 ®h6 10.d4 cxd4 
ll.cxd4 0-0 12.M4 f6 13.Scl e5 
14.dxe5fxe515.1,e3 <5hf7, Rozenta- 
lis - Kotanjian, Kavala 2006. 
Here, White should develop his 
initiative on the queenside: 16. 
£ic4!? M6 17.b4±, followed by 
@a4, ©a5 and the doubling of the 
rooks on the c-file. White must at¬ 
tack the weak enemy pawn on c6 
with all his forces. 

8.. .5b8 9.d4 cxd4 10.cxd4 ©f6 
ll.©c3 0-0 12.We2 ®a5 13.If4 
i,a6 14.©d2± - There has arisen a 
standard position for this varia¬ 
tion. White has a powerful centre 
and actively placed pieces, while 
Black has the two-bishop advan¬ 
tage, Minasian - Kotanjian, Yere¬ 
van 2005. The tournament prac¬ 
tice has shown that White’s game 
is much easier in similar types of 
positions. 

8.. .f5. Black is trying to make 
use of the circumstance that his 
knight has not been developed to 
the f6-square yet. 9.exf5 i'.xfS 10. 
d4 cxd4 ll.£)xd4 e5, Macieja - 


Kotanjian, Martuni 2007, 12. 
®xf5l? gxf5 13.©a3 £>f6 14.©c4 
§d815.M3 Wd7 16.Sdl± Black has 
postponed his development, his 
king has not castled yet, while 
White’s pieces exert powerful 
pressure against Black’s central 
pawns. 

6...Sb8. Black creates the 
threat 2xb2. 7. c3 



7.. .@b6, Kristol - Stern, ICCF 
1994, 8.e5!?±, White impedes the 
development of the enemy knight 
on g8. 

The move 7...e5, Menacher - 
Vavra, Plzen 2000, weakens the 
d6-square. White can exploit this 
by transferring his knight to c4. 
8.5ia3!? <&e7 9.d4 cxd4 10.cxd4 
exd4 ll.lf4 8a8 (11...2xb2? 12. 
£ic4 Sb4 13.©d6+ *f814.£ig5+-) 
12.id6 0-0 13.£lc4± White’s 
pieces are much more actively de¬ 
ployed and he will regain easily 
his d4-pawn. 

7.. M6 8.e5 £id5 9.d4 cxd4 
10.1fxd4 @b6 ll.ffh4 h6 12.Qbd2± 
Black will have great problems to 
evacuate his king away from the 
centre, due to the vulnerability of 
his h6-pawn. His attempt to solve 
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radically this problems with the 
move 12...g5, Sjugirov - Zvja- 
ginsev, Vladivostok 2014, only 
worsens his situation after 13. 
®g3!? c514.h4Sfg615.£e4± - his 
pawns on g5 and c5 are hanging 
and his king still remains in the 
centre. 

6...d5. This seemingly active 
move has a definite drawback. 
Now, Black cannot defend his 
weak pawn on c5 with the move 
d7-d6. 7.d3 



It seems rather dubious for 
Black to opt here for 7...e6, be¬ 
cause after 8.e5 ©e7 9.®c3 h6 

10. £sa4 @a5 ll.c4± (followed by 
iLd2), he loses his c5-pawn. Partac 
- Komiagina, Peniscola 2002. 

Following 7...Sb8 8.£lc3 J.g4 
9.h3 iixf.3 10.@xf3 d4, Sorgic - 
Nikac, Budva 2009, White main¬ 
tains a stable advantage by trans¬ 
ferring his knight to the c4-square. 

11. (hbl!? ®f6 12.©d2± Black will 
have great problems in the middle 
game due to his weak pawns on 
the c-file. 

7...!g4 8.h3 ixf3 9.@xf3. 
White has a slight but stable edge, 


because Black’s only compensa¬ 
tion for his compromised pawn- 
structure is his bishop-pair, but it 
is insufficient. 9...e6 10.c4. White 
fixes the enemy weakness on c5. 

10.. .<S)e7 11.^03 0-0, Krivoboro- 
dov - Galiaev, Moscow 2008, 12. 
Ig5!? Sb8 13.Qa4 id4 14.Sacl 
dxe4 15.dxe4 f6 16.ile3 ®d6 

17. b3± - The powerful position of 
Black’s bishop in the centre of the 
board is not enough to compen¬ 
sate his numerous pawn-weak¬ 
nesses. 

6...e6. This is the beginning of 
a rather dubious plan. Black’s 
knight on e7 will be misplaced, 
since its movements are severely 
restricted by White’s pawn on c4, 
as well by Black’s pawns on c6 
and g6. In addition, he will have 
difficulties in many variations 
with the protection of his c5-pawn 
(after e4-e5, ©c3-e4(a4)). 7.d3 
£se7 (7...d5 - see 6...d5) 8.e5 0-0 
(8...d5 9.&c3 - see 6...d5). 9.£}c3 
©b6 10.©a4 @a5 11.b3. Black is 
incapable of saving his c5-pawn. 

11.. .f6 12.1,a3 fxe5 13.1,xc5 Wd8 
14.i2,d6!± White will dominate on 
the dark squares after this ex¬ 
change-sacrifice. 14...e4 15.dxe4 
&xal 16.@xal h6 17.€ie5 ^h7 

18. ©c3+-, Black has a material 
advantage indeed, but his posi¬ 
tion is hopeless. His minor pieces 
have practically no moves and his 
dark squares are catastrophically 
weak, Timman - Gamarra, Bue¬ 
nos Aires 1978. 
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A) 6...d6 

Black prepares the develop¬ 
ment of his bishop on g4, but 
White has a very energetic re¬ 
source at his disposal - 

7.e5 



Now, Black will have great dif¬ 
ficulties to develop his knight on 
g8. 

7.. .!g4 

7.. Ae 6 8.d3 @d7 9.©c3 Sd8 
10.&e4 dxe5 ll.£>xc5 @d5 12. 
£sxe6 @xe6, Prosviriakov - Chow- 
dhury, Hastings 2012, 13.®e2± 
Black’s pawn-structure has been 
compromised and he has prob¬ 
lems with his development. 

Following 7...dxe5, Black’s 
bishop-pair cannot compensate 
the weakness of his queenside 
pawn-structure. 8.4ixe5 @d6 9. 
5k4 @c7 10.d3 ®f6 11.W3 ig4 
12. W4 ®xf4 13.1xf4 !e6 14.£bd2 
<Sd7 15.®e5 ixe5 16.!xe5 0-0 
17.b3± - He will have to fight long 
and hard for a draw in this end¬ 
game, Juroszek - Shishkin, Bar- 
linek 2010. 


It would not be logical for 
Black to play here 7...d5, because 
this weakens terribly the c5-square. 
8.h3 c4 9.b3 cxb3 10.axb3 ®h6 11. 
d4 0-0 12.ia3 Wc7 13Jfd2 Se8 
14.©c3± (followed by (ha4-c5). 
Black has succeeded in getting rid 
of his weak c5-pawn, but his vul¬ 
nerable c6 and a7-pawns still re¬ 
main on the board, Baklan - 
Zubov, Alushta 2004. 

After 7...®h6 8.exd6 ©xd6 9. 
d3, White has an easy game 
against the weak enemy c6 and 
c5-pawns. 9...0-0 (9...Jle6 10. 
©bd2 Wc 1 ll.©e4± Pridorozhni - 
Shorokhov, Dagomys 2009) 10. 
©bd2 §d8 (10...£if5 ll.£ie4 ®d5 
12.c4 Sd8 13.®xc5 @b6 14.®a4 
@c7 15.1d2 c5 16.ic3 £id4 17. 
ilxd4 cxd4 18.b4± Black’s com¬ 
pensation for the sacrificed pawn 
is insufficient, Warakomski - 
Brodowski, Leba 2007.) 11.©c4 
Wc7 12.Jld2± Battey - D.Maxi¬ 
mov, Budapest 2011. 

8.exd6 ©xd6 9.h3 
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Following 9...1xf3 10.Wxf3 

©116, Zakhartsov - Novikov, Gro¬ 
ningen 2013, White maintains a 
stable advantage by transferring 
his knight to the c4-square: 11. 
<Sa3!? 0-0 12.d3 £sf5 13.®c4 ®d5 
14.ffldl± Black’s defence will be 
very difficult due to his numerous 
pawn-weaknesses. 

10.£)a3 &f6 ll.£)c4 Sc7 12. 
d3 0-0 13.1e3 &d7, V.Fedorov 
- Yakovich, Munich 1992, 14. 
®d2!? e5 15.!h6. White de¬ 
prives his opponent of the two- 
bishop advantage. 15...f6 16. 
±xg7 *xg7 17.®e3 ie6 18. 
£\fd2± - He maintains a stable 
advantage thanks to his superior 
pawn-structure. 


B) 6...f6 



This move is solid, but some¬ 
what passive. Black intends to 
transfer his knight to f7, from 
where it will control the impor¬ 
tant e5-square. Meanwhile, his 
bishop on g7 becomes obviously 
very passive. 


7. c3 ®h6 

The postponement of the de¬ 
velopment of Black’s kingside 
pieces cannot end well for him, 
for example: 7...d6 8.d4 fflb6 (He 
should better opt here for 8...cxd4 
9.cxd4 £sh6 - see 7...©h6.) 9.e5 
d5, Nun - Potapov, Pardubice 
2010, 10Jfa4!? cxd4 ll.cxd4 ©a6 
12.©b4± Black has a weakness on 
c6 and undeveloped pieces. 

8. d4cxd4 9.cxd4 0-0 

About 9...£if7 10.&c3 0-0 11. 
h3, or 9...d6 10.h3 0-0 ll.£>c3, or 

10.. .©f7 11.&C3 0-0 12.b3 - see 

9.. .0-0. 

10.£)c3 



10.. .d6 

Black increases his control 
over the key e5-square. 

About 10...@a5 ll.h31? d6 12. 
id2, or 10...§b8 ll.b3 d6 12.h3 
<£)f7 13.i,e3 - see 10...d6. 

10.. .©f7 ll.h3 e5 (ll...d6 12.b3, 
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or ll...®b6 12.b3 d6 13.J,e3, or 

11.. .®a5 12.±d2 d6 13.b3, or 11... 
Sb8 12.b3 d6 13.ie3 - see 10...d6) 
l2.Jte3 d6 13.Scl ib7 14.b4± 
White has a powerful pawn-cen¬ 
tre, while Black’s pawn-structure 
has been weakened. His two-bish- 
op advantage is practically imma¬ 
terial in this position, since his 
bishops have occupied very pas¬ 
sive positions. His attempt to 
open the position only worsened 
his situation after 14.. .f5?! 15.dxe5 
©xe5 16.£ixe5 ,ixe5 17.,id4 @f6 

18.. axe5 Wxe5 19.exf5 @xf5 20. 
Se7!? ®xf2+ 21.*hl ia6 22. 
@xd6± Black has lost his two- 
bishop advantage and has no 
compensation for his queenside 
pawn-weaknesses, Sasikiran - 
Swathi, Nagpur 2002. 

Il.h3 

This is a useful move for 
White. He makes a leeway for his 
king and restricts the mobility of 
the enemy minor pieces at the 
same time. 

11.. .£sf7 

About ll...®a5 12.id2 £>f7 13. 
b3 - see ll...©f7. 

11.. .1d7 12.b3 @a5 (12...®f7 
13.ib2 - see ll...£\f7) 13.1d2 
®a6, Bologan - Todorov, Auber- 
villiers 2003. Black’s pieces are 
discoordinated and White can ex¬ 
ploit this circumstance with 14. 
e 5!?±, seizing the initiative. 

Black’s attempt to organise 


some counterplay fails to equal¬ 
ise. Il...g5, Hracek - Velimirovic, 
Novi Sad 2000,12.b3!?g413.hxg4 
£ixg4 14.ib2 id7 15.£>e2± (fol¬ 
lowed by £)g3). White covers reli¬ 
ably his castling position and can 
begin an attack himself under fa¬ 
vourable circumstances with 
■Sh4-f5. 

12. b3 



White removes prudently his 
pawn under the possible attack by 
the enemy rook and does not de¬ 
termine yet the placement of his 
bishop. Later, it can go to e3, or to 
the b2-square. 

As Black’s main responses, we 
will analyse: Bl) 12...@a5 and 
B2) 12...id7. 

As a rule, Black’s alternatives 
do not change the character of the 
position. In all the lines, White 
maintains a slight edge thanks to 
his excellent pawn-centre and 
more actively placed pieces. 

After 12...Ia6 13.1e3 Sc8 14. 
®d2 @d7 15.Sacl±, Black will 
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hardly manage to activate his 
bishops, Silva - Rawlings, ICCF 
2008. 

12.. .@b6 13.1e3 @b7 (13...a5 

14.Hcl iia6 15.®c2 ®b7, V.Oni- 
schuk - Li, Kazan 2013, 16.©a4!? 
Sfc8 17.©d2±, followed by 'Sled) 

14. Bcl ,id7 15.£id2. White trans¬ 
fers his knight to the queenside. 

15...Bad8 16.£)c4 ffia6 17.«d2 e5 
18.dxe5 fxe5 19.<£ia4±, with rather 
unpleasant pressure against the 
enemy d6-pawn, Anand - Taleb, 
Dubai 2002. 

12.. .gb8 13.£e3 g5, Milo- 
vanovic - Ivanovic, Ulcinj 1998 
(13...«a5 14.Scl 2e8, Kalegin - 
Khismatullin, Kazan 2008, 15. 
®c2!?± - It would be difficult for 
Black to organise any active ac¬ 
tions.) 14.®c2!? g4 15.hxg4 i,xg4 
16.^h4 e6 17.f3 ih5 18.®f2± - 
His attempt to create counterplay 
on the kingside has only weak¬ 
ened the shelter of Black’s king. 

His attempt to clarify immedi¬ 
ately the situation in the centre 
would not equalise for Black. 12... 
e5 13.dxe5 fxe5 14.ite3 Jlb7, Shi- 
kalov - Pinkovetsky, ICCF 2002, 

15. Bcl!? d5 16.®a4 2e8 17.®d3 a5 
18.Cj,c5 lc8 19.Sc2± (followed by 
Sel-cl) and the weak pawn on c6 
is an excellent target for White to 
attack. 

12 ...f5 13.i,b2. After Black has 
played f5, White should not de¬ 
velop his bishop to e3, since it will 


impede there the mobility of his 
rook on el. 13...fxe4 14.®xe4 



14.. .1,d7, Arkhipov - Yakovich, 
Elista 1994, 15.j>,c3!?±, Black de¬ 
prives his opponent’s queen of its 
active possibilities via the route 
Sa5-d5(h5). 

14 ...c5, Fedorchuk - Oleksien- 
ko, Kharkov 2004, 15.§bl!? cxd4 

16.£xd4 id7 17.<&c2 ixb2 18. 
§xb2±, followed by b4, ©c2-d4, 
a4, b5, trying to exploit his pawn- 
majority on the queenside. 

14.. .@a5 15.£ied2 §e8, Airape¬ 
tian - Yakovich, Voronezh 2008, 
16.£)c4±, followed by Bcl-c3-e3, 
exerting pressure against the 
weak e7-pawn. 


Bl) 12...®a5 13.id2 
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13.. .®a6 

About 13...±d7 14.Scl ©h5 - 
see 13...@h5. 

13.. .@h5 14.Scl id7 15.b4 &g5 
16.©xg5 fxg5 17.®xh5 gxh5 18. 
d5± - Th e presence o f Black’s two 
bishops does not compensate his 
numerous pawn-weaknesses, Mo- 
ura - Iriarte Gomez, ICCF 2007. 

13.. .5.6 14.§cl Bb8 15.©c2 
i,d7 16.iff (hg5 17.©xg5 fxg5 18. 
Jle3± - There has appeared a new 
pawn-weakness in Black’s posi¬ 
tion, Bacrot - Moiseenko, Trom- 
soe 2013. It would not work for 
him to choose 18...ibid4?!, be¬ 
cause after 19.©a4 ®b4 20.a3 
@xb3 21.!xd4 Sxc2 22.Bxc2 c5 
23.®xc5 dxc5 24.3xc5+, despite 
the presence of bishops of oppo¬ 
site colours on the board, Black 
will have to fight long and hard 
for a draw. 

14.b4 

White advances his pawns in 
order to open files on the queen- 
side. 



14.. .5b8 

14.. .1,d7?! Zubarev - Kryakvin, 
Vladimir 2006, 15.b5!? cxb5 16. 
®d5±, threatening ®c7 and ®xe7. 

15.a4 id7 16.b5 ffb7 17. 
bxc6 kxc 6 , Elwert - Van Oost- 
erom, ICCF 2002, 18.Sbl!?±. 
White has powerful initiative on 
the queenside, while Black’s piec¬ 
es (the bishop on g7 and the 
knight on f7) are rather passive at 
the moment. 

B2) 12...±d7 

Black wishes at first to protect 
his weakness on c6 and only then 
to try to organise counterplay. 

13.1b2 



13.. .Bc8 

13.. .e5 14.!fc2 exd4 15.ftxd4 f5 

16.§adl f4 17.©f3 @e7 18.<ae2 
©e5 19.ftxe5 dxe5 20.JLa3! @xa3 
21.3xd7+ Black has played too ac¬ 
tively and this has only weakened 
considerably his position, Miro¬ 
shnichenko - Shalimov, Alushta 
2000. 
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13...3e8 14.®c2 @a5 15.Sadl 
Sh5 16.£le2±, followed by (bg3 (or 
£if4), ousting the enemy queen 
from its active position, Turov - 
Ponomariov, Kharkov 2001. 

After 13...Sb6, White can 
break through immediately in the 
centre, exploiting the defenceless¬ 
ness of the enemy bishop on d7: 

14. e5± Lutz - Handke, Alten- 
kirchen 2001. 

Following 13...©c7 14.2cl ®b7 

15. £fd2 f5, Handke - Bryzgalin, 
ICC 2009, White can continue 
with the positional pawn-sacrifice 

16. e5!?±, for example: 16...dxe5 

17. dxe5 C'ixe5 18.C'a4 ®c7 19.©c4 
©xc4 20.ilxg7 &xg7 21.§xe7± - 
He regains his pawn and preserves 
all the pluses of his position. 

After 13...©a5 14.©d2 ®a6 
(14...Sae8 15.®c4 ®g5 16.@d3 f5 
17.e5 dxe5 18.4lxe5 ®xe5 19.dxe5 
J,e6, Mons - Gutman, Fuerth 
2014, 20.@a6!?+, capturing one 
of the enemy pawns) 15.£ic4 Sfe8 

16. @c2 Sac8 17.3adl±, White’s 
pieces have much greater mobili¬ 
ty, Spraggett - Ross, Brantford 
1999. 

14.®d3 e5 15.Sadi ie6 

(diagram) 

16.jkcl. This bishop will be 
doing nothing on b2 after Black 
has advanced e7-e5. 16...Se8 

17. £e3 f5 18.dxe5 ®a5 19.exf5 
ixf5 20.«d2 ®xe5 21.£ixe5 
jbte5 22.iLd4. White exchanges 



the important enemy bishop. 

22...J.xd4 23.SFxd4± - His king 
is much more reliably placed and 
this provides White with an ad¬ 
vantage, Keskowski - Pinasco, 
IECG 2003. 


C) 6...®h6 



Black is preparing 0-0, but 
naturally, his knight, placed at the 
edge of the board, would not 
beautify his position. 

7.c3 0-0 

7.. .f6 8.d4 - see variation B. 

7.. .d6 8.h3 0-0 (8...f6 9.d4 
cxd4 10.cxd4 - see variation B) 


104 







I.e4 c52.&f3 &c6 3Ab5 g6 4.kxc6 be5.0-0 kg76.Eel 


9.d4 Sb6 (9...cxd4 10.cxd4 - see 
variation C2) 10.b3 - see varia¬ 
tion Cl. 

8.d4 



Now, Black has a choice be¬ 
tween: Cl) 8...®b6, or C2) 8... 
cxd4. 

Cl) 8...®b6 

He is reluctant to provide 
White’s knight with the c3-square 
for development by exchanging 
on d4. 

9.h3 d6 

9...f6 10.b3 cxd4 (10...d6 11. 
:S.e3 - see 9...d6) ll.cxd4 £)f7 (11... 
d6 12.&bd2 ia6 13.®c2 §ac8 14. 
£>c4 ®c7 15.!a3 ©f7 16.Sacl± - 
There has arisen a typical position 
for the variation with 6...f6, in 
which White has a powerful 
pawn-centre and more actively 
placed pieces, Nevednichy - P. 
Potapov, Rijeka 2010.) 12.®bd2 
d6 (The character of the position 
remains more or less the same 
following 12...ila6 13.iLb2 d6 14. 


®c2 §ac8 15.Qc4 ®c7 16.§acl± 
Krutko - P.Potapov, Izhevsk 
2011.) 13.±b2 id7 14.©c4± Black 
will have difficulties to organise 
counterplay, Baklan - Maze, 
Reykjavik 2008. 

10.b3 f6 

About 10...cxd4 ll.cxd4 f6 12. 
4hbd2 - see 9...f6. 

After 10...f5, Dinger - Maze, 
Germany 2009, ll.£lbd2!?±, 

White’s prospects seem prefera¬ 
ble in the forthcoming complicat¬ 
ed fight. 

Il.i,e3 cxd4 12.cxd4 



12.. .g5 

This is an attempt by Black to 
organise counterplay on the king- 
side. 

12.. .©f713.©c3 - see variation 
B, 12...®b6 13.!e3. 

Following 12...1x1713.4lc3 ®a5 
14.§cl ®h5, Pikula - Radova- 
novic, Belgrade 2012, 15.b4!?±, 
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Black will hardly manage to parry 
his opponent’s threats connected 
with b4-b5 and after cxb5 - 4x15, 
followed by <Sbf 4, or Sc7. 

13.d5 ffa6, S.Zhigalko - Nai- 
ditsch, Plovdiv 2012, 14.dxc6!? 
Wxc6 15.©c3! White exploits the 
defencelessness of the enemy 
rook on a8 and brings his knight 
into the fight. 15...M>7 16.©d5+ 
®xd5 17.fexd5 gf7 18.Sacl± Af¬ 
ter the trade of the queens, White 
is not afraid of his opponent’s ac¬ 
tivity on the kingside. He main¬ 
tains the advantage in the end¬ 
game, because he can create a 
passed pawn on the queenside. In 
addition, Black will hardly man¬ 
age to coordinate his pieces. 


C2) 8...cxd4 9.cxd4 



9...d5 

Black wishes to provoke e4-e5, 
in order to obtain the f5-square 
for his knight. 

About 9...f6 10.fic3 - see vari¬ 
ation B. 


9...d6 10.h3 



About 10...f6 11.4ic3, or 10... 
Sb8 11.4X3 f6 12.b3 13.ie3 - 

see variation B. 

Following 10...&h8 White 
should continue with ll.i.d2!?, 
emphasizing the unfavourable 
placement of the enemy knight at 
the edge of the board. 11...2b8 
12.»cl 4ig8 13.4X3± 

10...Id7 11.4X3 ®a5 12.M2± 
White is not afraid of the transfer 
of the enemy queen to the king- 
side, since after 12...@h5?, he has 
the resource 13.4X2! f6 and in the 
game Sulskis - Yakovich, New 
York 1998, White could have 
trapped the enemy queen with 

14.1,g5! fxg5 15.4ig3+- 

10.e5 
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10...f6 

After 10....t,g4, Black will have 
problems to create counterplay, 
because following the exchange 
on f3, he will be deprived of his 
two-bishop advantage. Il.©bd2 



11.. .66?! 12.h3 lxf3 13.£ixf3 
e6 14.ikg5 @d7, Alikhanov - Fo- 
michenko, Krasnodar 2001, 15. 
g4!? &e7 16.§cl §fc8 17.3c5 h6 
18.M6+ Black’s king is vulnerable 
and his knight on e7 is terribly 
misplaced, since it has no moves 
at all. 

11.. Jfb6 12.h3ixf313.&xf3 c5 
14.dxc5 ®xc5, Vydeslaver - Wi- 
ersma, Leeuwarden 1995, 15. 
Sg5!?± Black will have great prob¬ 
lems due to his knight at the edge 
of the board. 

11 ...f6 12.h3 ±xf3 13.&xf3 £>f7 
(Following 13...ixe5 14.Jlxh6! 

ilxh6 15.®xe5± Black is unlikely 
to defend his numerous pawn- 
weaknesses, Kosashvili - Gohvat, 
Ramat Aviv 2000) 14.M4 ®b6 15. 
®d2± Ramiro Ovejero - Munoz 
Pantoja, La Roda 2013. White 
holds reliably the key e5-square. 
Black’s minor pieces have occu¬ 
pied very passive positions. 


Il.£ibd2 g5 



12.£)b3!? 

The position remain rather 
unclear after 12.e6 ©d6 13.©e2 
£>f5 14.®b3 g4 15.£ifd2 a5 16.<afl 
a4 17.®xg4, Timman - Yakovich, 
Koge 1997. Black has the resource 

17...axb3!? 18.@xf5 Sxa2co, with a 
very complicated double-edged 
play. 

12...ig413.e6 ®d614.ffe2± 

followed by ®b3-c5. White’s e6- 
pawn cramps considerably Black’s 
position. 


D) 6...e5 



107 





Chapter 9 

Black prevents d2-d4 and pre¬ 
pares the development of his 
knight to the e7-square. Still, it 
will not be placed so well there, 
since it will not have any active 
prospects. 

7.c3 &e7 

7...d6. Black should better not 
postpone his castling. 8.d4 cxd4 

9. cxd4 i,g4 (He would end up in a 
very bad endgame after 9...©e7 

10. dxe5 dxe5 ll.@xd8+ &xd8 12. 
ie3 f6 13.&C3 &e8 14.£)a4+. 
Black’s pawns on a7 and c6 are 
very weak, Iordachescu - Spul- 
ber, Odorheiu Secuiesc 1993. He 
should better try 9...exd4 10. 
©xd4 ©e7 ll.£ic3 - see 7...©e7) 
10.dxe5 dxe5 (Black’s situation is 
not any better after 10...,&xe5 
U.£ibd2 ie6 12.®xe5 dxe5 13.b3+ 
Perez Garcia - Cori Tello, Cocha¬ 
bamba 2013. White will follow 
with J,cl-a3 and Black’s dark 
squares will remain terribly weak 
after the trade of his dark-squared 
bishop.) Il.£)bd2 £>e7 12.®c4 
®xdl 13.Sxdl 0-0 14.h3 ie6 15. 
©cxe5± Black’s compensation for 
the pawn is insufficient, Ovetch- 
kin - Chernyshov, Briansk 1995 

After 7...@b6 (Black prevents 
d2-d4.), White should continue 
with 8.©a3, planning ©c4. 8... 
M,a6 9.®a4 ©e7 10.©c4 (It also 
seems very good for White to 
choose here the sharper line: 10. 
b4!? cxb4 ll.Sbl ib5 12.©xb5 
®xb5 13.®xb4 @xb4 14.§xb4± 


and Black will hardly manage to 
parry the penetration of the en¬ 
emy rook to the penultimate 
rank.) 10...iLxc4 11.Sxc4 0-0 12. 
d3± White’s superior pawn-struc¬ 
ture promises him a slight but 
stable advantage, Wahls - Ban- 
cod, Biel 1993. 

8.d4 cxd4 9.cxd4 exd4 

9...d6 10.dxe5 - see 7...d6. 

10.£ixd4 0-0 

About 10...§b8 ll.$ic3 0-0 
12.§bl, or 10...d6 ll.£ic3 0-0 
12.1,g5 - see 10...0-0. 

Following 10...@b6 11 .Jlc 3!? 
@xb2 12.£)b3 0-0 13.1c5 d6 14. 
ffd6 2e8 15.©a3±, White regains 
the sacrificed pawn and preserves 
powerful pressure. 

11.&C3 



ll...Bb8 

This is the most precise move 
for Black. He wishes to exert pres¬ 
sure against the b2-pawn, imped- 


108 




I.e4c52.thf3 &c63.kb5 g6 4.kxc6 be5.0-0 kg7 6.Eel 


ing the development of White’s 
bishop on cl. 

11.. .d5. This move looks pre¬ 
mature. 12.exd5 cxd5 (12...©xd5? 
13.£ixc6 ftxc3 14.@xd8 §xd8 15. 
©xd8 kd7, Maiwald - Knuth, Binz 
1994, 16.±g5!? h6 17.ie7+-) 13. 
Ig5f6 14.M4 k&7 15.©b3±. Black 
is incapable of protecting his d5- 
pawn, Vazquez Igarza - Sanchez 
Garcia, Collado Villalba 2003. 

It would be too passive for 
Black to opt for ll..j§,b712.1g5 h6 
13./ih4 g5 14.ig3 d5 15.exd5 
©xd5 16.&e4 Se8 (16...£if4 \7M5 
@xdl 18.Saxdl ©d5 19.h4 gxh4 
20.Jbch4± Vasiukov - Zakharov, 
Zvenigorod 2005) 17.£tf5 ic8 18. 
Qxg7 &xg7 19.®d4+ f6 20.£>d6 
Sxel+ 21.Sxel± White’s knight on 
d6 is very powerful, while Black’s 
king is vulnerable, Smyslov - Z. 
Polgar, Monte Carlo 1994. 

11.. .§e8 12lf4 ib7 (12...a5. 
The advance of Black’s rook-pawn 
is not dangerous for White. 13. 
@d2 a4 14.2adl± Gorchakov - 
Romanishin, Sukhumi 1971) 13. 
£ib3 d5 14.£sc5 kc8, Vallejo Pons 
- Jere, Tromsoe 2014, 15.@a4!?± 
(followed by §al-dl) - White’s 
pieces exert powerful pressure. 

11.. .d6 12.!g5 kb7 (12...id7 
13.©d2 §e8 14.Sadl @b6 15.Qb3 
®c8 16.ie3 «c7 17.1d4± Black’s 
pieces are squeezed with the pro¬ 
tection of his weak pawns on c6 
and d6, Potkin - Kolotilin, Togli- 


atti 2003) 13.®d2 §e8 14.§adl 
@c7, Glek - Van der Wiel, Tilburg 
1994 (14...®b6?! 15.<&b3 Sad8, 
Magomedov - Kharlov, Azov 
1991, 16.£>a4!? @c7 17.®a5 @xa5 
18.£>xa5 iLa8 19.£ic4± Black will 
have problems to defend his d6- 
pawn, moreover that his bishop 
on a8 is very passive.) 15.®f3!? 
2ad8 16.@f4±, followed by @h4, 
J,h6, £)g5, beginning an attack 
against the enemy king. 

11...h6. Black defends against 
kg5, but White’s bishop will be 
very well placed on the f4-square 
as well. 12..M4 d6 (Black should 
better not allow the enemy bishop 
to occupy the d6-square: 12...2e8 
13.®d2 &h7 14.§adl @b6 15.£ib3 
a5 16.iid6± Poluljahov - Beshu- 
kov, Krasnoyarsk 1998.) 13.©d2 
■&h7 14.2adl± White’s pieces ex¬ 
ert powerful pressure against the 
c6 and d6-pawns, Hecht - De 
Castro, Dubai 1986. 

12.Bbl 



White frees his bishop from 
the protection of his b2-pawn. 
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12. ..c5 

White should not be afraid of 
the seemingly active line: 12...§b4 
13.J,e3 d6 (13...d5 14.exd5 cxd5 
15.Bd2 Sb7, Ribeiro - Teske, Pa- 
normo 2001, 16.^,g5!?+, forcing 
Black to play f7-f6, which would 
lead to the weakening of the e6- 
square and would restrict consid¬ 
erably the bishop on g7) 14.@d2± 
Fuchs - Vogel, Germany 1997. 

13. £ide2 d6 14.1g5 h6 15. 
Ie3 &h7 16.b3 Sb717.@c2 §d7 
18.§edl± - The vulnerability of 
the d6-pawn is a more important 
factor than Black’s two-bishop 
advantage, Kuhl - Vecek, ICCF 
2010 . 


E) 6...£tf6 



Black’s knight will be more ac¬ 
tive here than on the e7-square, 
but White can oust it immediately 
away from the centre. 

7.e5 &d5 8.c4 £ic7 
This is the best retreat for 
Black’s knight. From there it can 


gotoe6, taking the important d4- 
square under control. 

Following 8...<£ib4 9.d4 cxd4 
10.a3 ®a6 ll.®xd4±, even with a 
loss of a tempo, Black will have to 
transfer his knight along the route 
- c7-e6. The careless move 11... 
d6? can be refuted by White with 
the exquisite tactical strike: 12. 
4h6! Jbdi6 13.exd6 Sg8 14.Sxe7+ 
4f8, D.Maximov - Shamshin, 
Alushta2007,15.W6! ie616.£ld4 
J,xc4 17.§xf7+ ilxf7 lS.'Sleb-t- &e8 
19.®xd8+- 

It would be worse for Black to 
opt for 8...©b6 9.d4 cxd410.@xd4 
0-0 11.©h4 d6 12.Jlh6->and there 
would arise a position analogous 
to the main variation, except that 
Black’s knight would be too far 
away from the kingside and would 
not be able to assist in the defence 
of his king, Robovic - Mann, Kec¬ 
skemet 1994. 

9.d4 cxd4 

After 9...d5 10.dxc5 dxc4 11. 
@a4 0-0 12.«xc4 !e6 13.®h4 
J,d5, D.Maximov - Shalimov, Ev- 
patoria 2007, 14.©d4±, Black’s 
compensation for the sacrificed 
pawn is insufficient. 

Following 9...0-0, White’s 
simplest reaction would be 10. 
dxc5!? fte6 ll.A;c3 ®xc5 12,._ie3 
®e6 13.@cl Se8 14.ih6 ih8 15. 
®c2 d6 16.Sadl±, with powerful 
pressure against Black’s position. 
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10.®xd4 



White is preparing the transfer 
of his queen to h4 in order to fol¬ 
low this with ih6, weakening his 
opponent’s kingside by trading 
the dark-squared bishops. 

Black has now two main 
moves: El) 10...£ie6 and E2) 
10 ... 0 - 0 . 

10...d6 llJLh6! White manag¬ 
es to trade immediately the bish¬ 
ops in a tactical way. Il...£ie6 (11... 
ibdi6?! 12.exd6 0-0, Karim - 
Goldsztejn, Haguenau 2013, 13. 
dxe7!? ffxd4 14.exf8@+ &xf8 15. 
®xd4 J,g7 16.®xc6 ikxb2 17.£sd2 
ilxal 18.§xal±, with an extra 
pawn in the endgame) 12.@e3 
&xe5 13.£jxe5 dxe5 14.®xe5 f6 
(14...@d4 15.®e2±) 15.@e4± 

White has a superior pawn-struc¬ 
ture, while Black still cannot cas¬ 
tle, Leenhouts - Wiersma, Hilver- 
sum 2006. 

Following 10...d5 ll.cxd5 cxd5 
12.&C3 0-0 13.ffh4 gb8 14.b3 
fte6 15.1h6 ©a5 (15...a5 16.ixg7 


'Z'Xg7, Velicka - Umansky, Bayern 
2001, 17.©e2!?± and then 4ie2- 
d4) 16.ixg7 &xg7 17.&e2 §e8 18. 
£led4± White’s knight is placed in 
the middle of the board and is 
much better than Black’s bishop, 
Novak - Kuta, ICCF 2007. 


El) 10...®e6 ll.®h4 



11 ... 0-0 

11.. .d5 12.exd6 - see ll...d6. 

11.. .d6 12.exd6 «xd6 13.<Sc3 
h6 (13...h5 14.£ie4 ®c7, Castel¬ 
lano - Moreira, ICCF 2009, 15. 
®eg5!?±) 14.j|e3± White has a 
better pawn-structure and Black 
has problems with his castling. 
His attempt to oust the enemy 
queen from the h4-square would 
not work: 14...M6?! 15.£ie4 ibdi4 
16.5lxd6+ exd6 17.®xh4 &d7 18. 
f4 ka6 19.b3±, followed by Sal-dl, 
Naiditsch - Bu, Danzhou 2014. 
Black has lost his two-bishop ad¬ 
vantage and has no compensation 
for his weak pawns in this end¬ 
game. 
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Black fails to equalise with the 
interesting try ll...Sb8!? 12.£sc3 
0-0 13.b3 d5 14.1e3 dxc4 15. 
®xc4 ®a5 16.®a4 Aa6 (16...Sb4 
17.®c2 §b7 18.Sacl± Belka - A. 
Volkov, ICCF 2012) 17.®h4 2fe8 
18.Sacl± and his pawns on a7 and 
c6 are very weak, Zlotkowski - 
Fritsche, ICCF 2010. 

11...h6. Black defends against 
Ah6. 12.®c3 d6 13.®e4 £>c5 14. 
®e2 (It is also good for White to 
play here 14.®xc6+!? Ad7 15.®d5 
j|e6 16.®d2± and although Black 
has compensation for the pawn, 
it is insufficient for equality.) 
14...0-0 15.ie3 ®e6 16.gadl±, ex¬ 
erting pressure against the pawn 
on d6, Areshchenko - Oleksien- 
ko, New Delhi 2011. 

12.1h6 



12„.Sb8 

It would be worse for Black to 
choose here 12...d6, in view of 
13.©c3 f6 14.Axg7 Axg7 15.exf6+ 
§xf6, Kasparov - Salov, Dort¬ 
mund 1992, 16.Se3!? Sb8 17. 


Sael± Black has problems with 
the protection of his e7-pawn. 

After 12...d5 13.©c3 d4 14. 
Sadi c5 15.©d5±, White’s pieces 
are tremendously active, Wara- 
komski - Soroka, Lvov 2013. 

Black ends up in a very un¬ 
pleasant position after 12...f6 13. 
Axg7 &xg7 14.®c3 fxe5 15.£lxe5 
Sf4 16.®g3 ®f8 17.£ie2 Sf5 18. 
§adl±. The pressure of White’s 
pieces increases with every move, 
Spasov - Schwaegli, Biel 1992. 

13.Axg7 £)xg7 14.b3 ©f5 
15.®f4 d5 16.exd6 ®xd6 17. 
®xd6 exd618.£ic3 c519.gadl± 

- White has a clear-cut plan of at¬ 
tacking the weak pawn on d6, 
Cornejo - Neagu, ICCF 2009. 


E2) 10...0-0 ll.®h4 



11...f6 

About 11...©e6 12.Ah6 , or 11... 
Sb8 12.£>c3 ®e6 13.b3 - see vari¬ 
ation El. 
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Or ll...d6 12.1h6 f6 (12...£e6 
13.®c3 - see 10.,.£>e6) 13.kxg7 
*xg7 14.exf6+ §xf6 15.&c3 if5 
16.5le4 ,ixe4 17.©xe4±, with a 
double attack against the pawns 
on c6 and e7, Ovetchkin - Kas- 
simski, Dubna 2000. 

12. £ic3 

This is a very important mo¬ 
ment. With a black pawn on f6, 
White cannot obtain an advan¬ 
tage with the move 12 .M 16 , be¬ 
cause of 12...g5! 13.1fh5 <Se6 14. 
exf6 exf6 15.i2.xg7 4xg7oo, threat¬ 
ening £>f4 and it would be much 
rather Black who can create active 
actions on the kingside and not 
White, Zhou - A.Muzychuk, Cale- 
ta 2013. 

12.. .£)e6 

12.. .g5, So - Andriasian, Mos¬ 
cow 2009, 13.1g3!?± - Black’s 
kingside pawn-structure has been 
weakened. 

13. £ie4 fxe5 



14.©fg5! 


White is trying to improve 
maximally the placement of his 
pieces not minding sacrificing 
material. 

14...£lxg5 15.1xg5 Sb6 

Following 15...®c7, Karjakin - 
Radjabov, Moscow 2010, White 
can regain the sacrificed material 
with the line: 16iixe7!? Sf4 17. 
®g5 d5 18.cxd5 if5 19.ftc3±. He 
has already an extra pawn and 
Black’s attempt to win the enemy 
bishop would not work: 19...h6 
20.«g3 Wxe7?? 21.®xf4+- 

16.Sadi ®xb2 



17.g3 

Before capturing on e7, White 
should take some measures 
against the threat Sf4. 

17.. .d5 

Black counter sacrifices a 
pawn in order to activate his bish¬ 
op on c8. 

17.. .§f5 18,Sd2 ®b7 19.c5 a5 

20.ixe7± Perepechenko - Bau , 
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Internet 2012. Black has an extra 
pawn indeed, but White’s posi¬ 
tion is preferable, since Black’s 
bishop on c8 is unlikely to enter 
the actions any time soon. There 
might follow 20...2h5 21.ftf6, 
forcing the trade of Black’s dark- 
squared bishop and beginning an 
attack against the enemy king. 

18.cxd5 cxd5 I9.Sxd5 M5 

19...®xa2 20.Sd2 @e6 21. 

ixe7± 

20.Sd2 Sfb7 21.1xe7 gf7 
(diagram) 

22.©f6+!? 

This move seems to be more 
dangerous for Black than 22..ia3 
ixe4 23,Wxe4 @xe4 24.§xe4± S. 
Zhigalko - Guseinov, Baku 2013. 
White managed to win this end¬ 



game indeed, but I thought that 
the position was quite defensible 
for Black, since there was just a 
few material left on the board. 

22...ixf6 23.!xf6 e4 24. 
&al-> The presence of bishops of 
opposite colours on the board 
only makes White’s offensive 
more effective, because he has 
practically an extra piece in his at¬ 
tack on the dark squares. 


Conclusion 

In the variation 3...g6 4.i,xc6 bxc6, Black fails to exploit his two- 
bishop advantage, because he has weak doubled pawns on the c-file 
and what is even more important he will have problems with the devel¬ 
opment of his knight on g8, since all the possibilities for its placement 
have their drawbacks. 

If Black develops it to e7, then it will have no good prospects there, 
being severely restricted by White’s pawn on e4. 

As for the defects of the deployment of the knight at the edge of the 
board (on the h6-square), Z.Tarrasch wrote long ago. If Black wishes to 
improve its position, or transfer it to f7 (after f7-f6), this will restrict 
the mobility of the bishop on g7. 

Finally, if Black plays ©f6, then White replies with the moves e5 and 
e4 and ousts it away from the kingside, after which he transfers his 
queen to h4, followed by ,lh6, organising a dangerous attack against 
Black’s king. 
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l.e4 c5 2.£)f3 £»c6 3.1b5 g6 4.itxc6 
dxc6 



After this move, contrary to 
the variations in the previous 
chapter, Black does not cover the 
diagonal for his bishop on c8. 
Meanwhile, his queen partici¬ 
pates in the fight for the center 
(the d4-square). Therefore, White 
should better forget about the 
preparation of the move d2-d4. 

5.d3 

He is planning to develop his 
bishop on e3. Later, depending on 
Black’s reaction. White will begin 
active actions on the kingside, or 
on the queenside. 

In the first case, it would be 
useful for him to trade the dark- 
squared bishops in order to weak¬ 
en the defence of his opponent’s 
monarch. He plans to play h2-h3 


(depriving his opponent of the 
possibilities ig4, or 5)g4), £sc3, 
ke 3, @d2, followed by i.h6. Later, 
he will increase his pressure 
against his enemy kingside with 
£ih2-g4 and f2-f4. As a rule, White 
is not in a hurry to castle, since 
later his king might be evacuated 
either on the kingside, or on the 
queenside, depending on circum¬ 
stances. 

In the second case, White or¬ 
ganises actions against his oppo¬ 
nent’s weak pawn on c5: a2-a3 
and b2-b4. If Black prevent that 
and plays a7-a5, then White plac¬ 
es his pawn on a4 and transfers 
his knight on c4. After this his 
pressure on the queenside will be 
very strong. 

Besides a2-a3 and b2-b4, 
White has at his disposal the plan 
with a4-a5, which he usually im¬ 
plements if Black has already 
played b7-b6. 

Sometimes White begins with 
5.h3, but this move does not seem 
so precise, because of Black’s re¬ 
ply 5...e5!?, for example: 6.d3 (It 
would be worse for White to play 
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6.©xe5?! @d4? and Black regains 
his pawn and White must already 
fight for equality.) 6...f6 7.c3 5jh6 
8.0-0 ®f7 9.ie3 g5^ Black’s 
counterplay seems dangerous, 
since White’s castling position 
has been weakened by the move 
h3, Shirov - Kramnik, Novgorod 
1994. 



Now, we will analyse as main 
responses for Black the moves A) 
5...,ig4 and B) 5...Jtg7, 

The alternatives for Black usu¬ 
ally lead to transposition of 
moves. 

About 5...b6 6.h3 !g7 7.0-0 - 
see variation B2. 

5.. .£rf6 6.h3 ig7 7.®c3 - see 
Chapter 11. 

5.. .£)h6 6.0-0 f6, Huang - 
Voon, Canberra 2004 (6..Ag7 
7.h3 - see variation Bl). Now, 
White’s simplest reaction would 
be 7.e5±, preventing e7-e5. 

5.. .®c7 6.h3 e5 (6...ig7 7.£ic3 
- see 5...ig7) 7.ie3 f6 8.®d2 id6 


9.®c3 b6 10.©a3 !e6 ll.©c4± 
White’s plan includes a2-a3, b2- 
b4, but before this, it would be 
useful for him to trade the enemy 
bishop on d6. 11...©e7 12.0-0 g5 
13.a3!? 0-0 14.&xd6 ®xd6 15. 
b4± White has seized firmly the 
initiative on the queenside, Teran 
Alvarez - Gonzalez de la Torre, 
Mondariz 2002. 

After 5...f6, White again 
should not allow the move e7-e5. 
6.e5!? ig4 7.®bd2 fth6 8.h3 ixf3 
9.“5jxf3; (followed by 0-0 and 
Sfl-el) - His pieces are much 
more active, Hakki - Doghri, Bei¬ 
rut 2000. 


A) 5...!g4 

This move seems to be less 
ambitious than 5...,ig7, since lat¬ 
er, there will be an exchange of 
the bishop on g4 for White’s 
knight on f3. Black will lose his 
two-bishop advantage and will 
have no compensation for the 
weakening of his queenside pawn- 
structure. 

6.£lbd2 



116 





I.e4 c.5 2.f3 Ac 6 3.!kb5 g6 4.:kxc6 dc 5.d3 kg4 6.Chbd2 


White wishes to recapture on 
f3 with his knight in case of an ex¬ 
change there. 

6.. .J.g7 

Following 6...iLh6 7.h3 jLxf3 
8.£)xf3 ixcl 9.Sxcl ®a5+ 10.c3 
3d8, Kindermann - Vuckovic, 
Germany 2004, ll.Se3!? &f6 12. 
0—Of and later d3-d4, creating a 
powerful pawn-centre. 

6.. .e5 7.h3 ixf3 8.£ixf3 f6 (8... 
iig7 9.i:e3 - see 6..Ag7) 9.ie3 
®h6 10.0-0 ©f7, Brodsky - Ak- 
can, Izmir 2003, 11.a3!? id6 12. 
<£)d2 0-0 13.5jc4± Black’s defence 
will be very difficult, since he 
must watch not only for the pos¬ 
sible undermining move b2-b4, 
but also for f2-f4 (either immedi¬ 
ately, or after the preliminary ex¬ 
change on d6). 

7.h3 ±xf3 8.®xf3 



8...®f6 

After 8...e5, Black covers the 
diagonal of his bishop on g7. This 
circumstance is in favour of 


White, because it would be easier 
for him to begin active actions 
against the enemy c5-pawn (a2- 
a3, b2-b4). 9.ke3 We7 (Following 

9...©d6 10.Ad2 Af6 ll.Ac4, Black’s 
queen will come under an attack 
with tempo ll...@e7 12.0-0±, fol¬ 
lowed by f2-f4, I.Popov - Desh- 
pande, Chennai 2013) 10.0-0 
©f611.a3 0-0 12.©d2 b6 13.b4 c4 
14.@c3 cxd3 15.cxd3 Sac8 16.a4± 
with powerful pressure on the 
queenside, Sulskis - Agamaliev, 
Bydgoszcz 1999. 

9.0-0 ®d7 

9.. .0-0 10.ie3 b6 (10...ad7 
11.c3 - see 9...©d7; after 10...c4 
ll.e5 ®d5, Kindermann - Schmit- 
tdiel, Austria 2003, White can ac¬ 
cept the pawn-sacrifice: 12.dxc4!? 
£ixe3 13.Sxd8 Sfxd8 14.fxe3± and 
although Black has some com¬ 
pensation for his minimal mate¬ 
rial deficit, but it is still insuffi¬ 
cient for equality.) Il.@d2 ©e8 12. 
c3 e5 13.b4! cxb4 14.cxb4 ©d7, 
Kryvoruchko - Matjushin, Alush- 
ta 2011,15.®c3!? ffd6 16.Sacl §c8 
17.3fdli - The weakness of the 
c6-pawn does not allow Black to 
accomplish the standard manoeu¬ 
vre for similar positions - ©c7-e6- 
d4. 

10.±e3 0-0 

10.. .b6 ll.c3 0-0 12.@c2 e5 
13.d4 exd4 14.cxd4 cxd4 15.JLxd4 
JLxd4 16.7ixd4±, followed by §al- 
dl, f2-f4, e4-e5, advancing his 
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pawn-majority on the kingside, 
Khalifman - Shchekachev, Elista 
1996. 

10...e5 llJfd2 a5 12.a4 0-0 
Zhang -A1 Modiahki, Cebu 2007, 
13.@c3!? b6 14.©b3 ®c7 15.ad2±, 
squeezing Black’s pieces with the 
protection of his d6-pawn. 

11.c3 



11.. .e5 12.a4 @e7 13.a5 
Sfd8 

13.. .5fe8, Brodsky - Sakalaus- 
kas, Koszalin 1997, 14.@a4±, fol¬ 
lowed by @c4. 

14.ffb3 Sab8 15.®c4± and 

then Sfl-bl and b2-b4, seizing the 
initiative on the queenside. 
Black’s position is solid but very 
passive, Vazquez - Elissalt, Santa 
Clara 1997. 


B)5...±g76.h3 

(diagram) 

Now, we will analyse Bl) 6... 
®h6, B2) 6...b6, B3) 6...e5. 



We will devote the next chap¬ 
ter to Black’s main move in this 
position - 6...£if6. 

6.. .®b6. His counterplay 
against the b2-pawn is not dan¬ 
gerous for White. 7.©bd2!? This 
is the simplest. He wishes to play 
Hbl, followed by a3, b4, lib2, seiz¬ 
ing the initiative on the queenside 
and neutralising the pressure of 
White’s bishop on the long diago¬ 
nal. 7...h6 8.§bl ®a5 9.a3 ie6 10. 
0-0 &f6 11.b4 cxb4 12.axb4 @c7 
13.±b2± S.Kasparov - Maljush, 
Minsk 2006. 

It is bad for Black to choose 
here 6...e6?!, since this would 
lead to the weakening of the d6 
and f6-squares. 7.e5 Cie7 8.?'ibd2 
0-0 9.£)e4 b6 10.itg5±, followed 
by £>e4-f6, or itg5-f6, Borowiec - 
Dippre, ICCF 2002. 

6.. .h6. This is the beginning of 
an original plan for Black, con¬ 
nected with advancing g6-g5. 
7.0-0 ©f6 (7...e5 8.Ji,e3 - see var¬ 
iation B3) 8.Jte3 g5!? 9.jbtc5 g4 
10.hxg4 .Ixg4 ll.©bd2 ©d7, Val- 
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derrama - Gutsche, Chessfriend. 
com 2004, 12.ia3!? ®e5 13.d4 
£jxf3+ 14.<Bxf3 Sg8 15.®d3±, 
White gets rid of the rather un¬ 
pleasant pin and maintains the 
advantage. 

After 6...Sc7 7.£>c3 e5 (7...<&f6 
8.£e3 - see Chapter 11), there 
arise positions analogous to vari¬ 
ation B3, but with the difference 
that Black has determined the 
placement of his queen a bit too 
early. 8.ile3 b6 9.a3!? a5 10.£ia4± 
The threat b2-b4 is rather un¬ 
pleasant for Black. Later, in the 
game Kalegin - Karpeshov, Ster- 
litamak 2010, there followed: 10... 
©f6 ll.b4! axb4 12.axb4 cxb4 13. 
&xb6 Sb8 14.©xc8 Sxc8 15.1c5 
M8 16.§a7 ®b8 17.£xf8 gxf8 (It 
would not be preferable for Black 
to opt for 17...©xa7, in view of 18. 
£g 7 *e719.£xh8 §xh8 20.£xe5±) 
18.Sal± - His pawn-structure 
has been weakened and his king is 
stranded in the centre for long. 


Bl) 6...®h6 



misplaced at the edge of the 
board. If he wishes to transfer it 
to f7, after playing f7-f6, then his 
bishop will be severely restricted 
by his own pawns. 

7.0-0 

White connects his plans with 
actions on the queenside (natu¬ 
rally, after Black plays f6 and 
©f7), therefore, he should better 
castle immediately. 

7.. .f6 

7.. .b6 8.a4 - see variation B2. 

Following 7...0-0, White can 
again follow the plan, connected 
with the advance of his a-pawn: 
8.a4!? f6 9.a5 £)f7 10.£e3± and 
Black will have difficulties with 
the protection of his c5-pawn, 
Mlynareik - Tanis, ICCF 2005. 

8.a4 



White wishes to provoke a7- 
a5, after which he will transfer his 
knight to the c4-square, the bish¬ 
op to e3 and Black will have great 
problems to defend his queenside 
pawns. 
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8.. .a5 

Black prevents the move a4- 
a5. 

8.. .£if7 9.ie3 b6 10.a5 gb8 
(10...1ia6, Duport - Ikonnikov, 
Caleta 2012, ll.ga3!? 0-0 12. 
ftbd2 @c713.@al± - The pressure 
of White’s pieces on the a-file is 
very unpleasant for Black.) 11. 
£ibd2 0-0 12.axb6 axb6 13.ftc4 
e5 14.5ifd2 Ie6 15.5a6 f5 16.exf5 
gxf5 17.f4± White has a superior 
pawn-structure and better placed 
pieces, Varga - Berczes, Balaton- 
lelle 2007. 

9.&a3 6f7 10.®c4 0-0 11. 
ie3 b6 12.£sfd2 e5 



It may seem that Black has for¬ 
tified his position reliably in the 
centre, but now, White accom¬ 
plishes a pawn-break, which is 
quite typical for similar positions. 
13.b4! axb4 14.a5 bxa5 15. 
kxc5 §e8 16.Axb4± White has 
regained the sacrificed pawn and 
later, he realised his material ad¬ 
vantage in the game Iordachescu 
- Iljushin, Dresden 2007. 


B2) 6...b6 



Black defends his c5-pawn and 
conceals his further plan, at least 
for the moment. This move is of¬ 
ten played by the grandmasters 
from Azerbaijan R. Mamedov, Sh. 
Mamedyarov and T. Radjabov. 

7.0-0 &h6 

Black prepares castling and 
does not cover the diagonal for 
his bishop, which exerts power¬ 
ful pressure against White’s b2- 
pawn. 

7.. .e5 8.a3 - see variation 

B3b. 

It seems rather slow for Black 
to choose 7...h6 8.a4 5lf6 9.5lc3 
0-0 10.1e3 ®d7 ll.@d2 *h7, 
Brikov - Yagupov, Donskoj 2003, 
12.a5!? b5 13.e5 £ixe5 14.<Sxe5 
ibce5 15.±xh6 Se8 16.SfelT and in 
the arising position Black’s king is 
vulnerable and his pawn on c5 
needs permanent protection. 

7.. Mb 8.£)bd2 0-0 9.a4 a5 
10.£sc4 h6 ll.®e2 ke 6, Gdanski - 
Markiewicz, Warsaw 2007, 12. 
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M4!?±, White increases his con¬ 
trol over the important e5-square. 
Black’s position is very passive, 
since he would hardly manage to 
create meaningful counterplay on 
the kingside. 

8.a4 

Black’s b6-pawn is an excel¬ 
lent target for attack. 



8...a5 

Black prevents a4-a5, but 
weakens the b6-pawn in the pro¬ 
cess. 

Following 8...0-0 9.a5 iia6, 
S.Zhigalko - Iljushin, Moscow 
2010, White has the energetic re¬ 
source 10.j|e3!?, for example: 

10...f6 (It would be very bad for 
Black to opt for 10...±xb2?, due to 
ll.Sa2 ig7 12.®d2 g5 13.ixg5± 
and his castling position has been 
weakened and his knight on h6 is 
terribly misplaced.) Il.£ic3 £sf7 
12.Sa3±, followed by @al-a2, Sal 
with powerful initiative on the 
queenside. 

Black can hardly create any ac¬ 


tive counterplay after 8...f6 9.a5 
8b8, Sadler - Ikonnikov, Haar¬ 
lem 2011 (9...ia6 10.!e3 £sf7 11. 
<$}c3 0-0 12.®bl *h8 13.Sa3±, 
followed by @a2, David - Stany, 
Paleochora 2012). Here, White 
could have exploited the some¬ 
what slow actions of his opponent 
with the line: 10.e5!?fxe5 ll.±xh6 
!xh6 12.£xe5 ®d6 13.§el 0-0 
14.axb6 axb615.£id2± and Black’s 
two-bishop advantage is insuffi¬ 
cient to compensate the defects of 
his pawn-structure. 

9. !e3 

White develops his bishop to 
an active position without being 
afraid of the capturing on b2. 

9...f6 

Otherwise, after White plays 
®d2, Black’s knight will be forced 
to retreat to its initial position. 

It would be too risky for Black 
to choose 9...±xb2?! 10.£sbd2 iLg7 
ll.Sbl Sa6 12.«cl &g8 13.e5!± 
and he lags considerably in devel¬ 
opment. 

10. £ia3 
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10.. .e5 

10.. .£lf7 ll.£)c4 0-0 12.@e2 
,ia6 13.5jfd2± (followed by f2-f4) 
- White has a superior pawn 
structure and more actively de¬ 
ployed pieces, Simek - Jirovsky, 
Czech Republik 2013. 

Il.c3!? 

White can advance advanta¬ 
geously d3-d4, exploiting the fact 
that Black has covered the diago¬ 
nal of his dark-squared bishop 
and has weakened his control 
over the important d4-square. 

U...Qf7 

11.. .0.0 12.d4± 



12.d4 cxd4 13.cxd4 exd4 
14.&xd4 0-0 15.Sfb3!? 

This is stronger than 15.©xc6 
®e8*> 

15...c5 16.£ie2 f5 17.exf5 
Axf5 18.Sadi ®f6 19.&f4± 

Clement - Drazkowski, FICGS 
2010. Black has the two-bishop 
advantage indeed, but White’s 


prospects are preferable, because 
his pieces are better coordinated. 
His plan includes £ia3-c4, £sf4-d5 
after which Black will have prob¬ 
lems with the protection of his 
b6-pawn. 


B3) 6...e5 

This logical move has the 
drawback that now, Black cannot 
play ©f6, due to the weakness of 
his e5-pawn and will be forced ei¬ 
ther to lose a tempo for its protec¬ 
tion, or to place his knight to a 
less favourable position. 

7.0-0 



Now, Black has a choice be¬ 
tween a great number of possibili¬ 
ties: B3a) 7...£>e7, B3b) 7...b6, 
B3c) 7...®e7. 

He has also tried in practice: 

7..Mc7. Black prepares ©f6. 
8.ie3 b6 9.a3 a5 10.£ibd2 ftf6, 
Solodovnichenko - Wehner, Leu- 
tersdorf 2009, ll.b4!? £id7 12. 
bxc5 £sxc5 13.i,xc5 bxc5 14.Sbl± 
- His doubled pawns on the c-file 
do not beautify his position. 
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7.. .h6. This move seems to be 
too slow. 8.Jt,e3 b6 9.a3!? White is 
preparing b2-b4 and begins im¬ 
mediate active actions on the 
queenside. 9...a5 10.£sbd2 a4 11. 
b4 axb3 12.£>xb3 f5 13.a4 ,t,a6 14. 
a5! He seizes the initiative and is 
ready to sacrifice material. 14... 
fxe4 15.axb6 exf3 16.©xc5 fxg2 
17.Sel Wc8 18.@g4!+- Black has 
an extra piece, but his position is 
hopeless. 18...@xg4 19.hxg4 £if6 
20.®xa6 £d7 21.b7 gxa6 22.§xa6 
Sb8 23.§bl 1-0 Nikolenko - Ko¬ 
novalov, Moscow 2012. 

7.. .f6 8.1e3 b6 (8...@e7 9.®d2 
ie6 10.®c3 M8 ll.a4 a5 12.®fd2 
b6 13.f4± Black lags considerably 
in development and White has 
seized completely the initiative, 
Narciso Dublan - Aguilar Garri- 
do, Badalona 2011) 9.a3 £)h6 10. 
b4 cxb4 ll.axb4 ®f7 12.£sc3 0-0 
13.b5 iib7 14.@bl±, followed by 
Sb3, Denayer - Drazkowski, 
FICGS 2009. 


B3a) 7...®e7 8.a3 a5 

Black cannot equalise if he 
goes for the plan, connected with 
the pawn-advance g6-g5. 8...h6 
9.®bd2 g5 10.©c4 ®g6, Zhigalko 
- Narmontas, Warsaw 2009, 11. 
b4!? b5 12.®e3 cxb4 13.axb4± - 
The pawn-advance g6-g5 has only 
weakened the f5-square for Black. 

9.1e3 b6 10.®bd2 



10.. .a4 

Black is trying to impede 
White’s initiative. 

The move 10...f5, Sandipan - 
Guseinov, Moscow 2002, has the 
drawback that Black would not 
have the possibility to defend his 
e5-pawn with the move f7-f6. Af¬ 
ter ll.£)c4±, Black will have seri¬ 
ous problems due to his weakness 
on the e5-square. 

10.. ..1a6 ll.Sbl h6, A.Zhigalko 
- R.Mamedov, Moscow 2009 
(Black’s situation would be even 
worse after ll...a4 12.b4 axb3 13. 
@xb3 0-0 14.a4 Wc7 15.a5 bxa5 
16.;ixc5± - his e5 and c6-pawns 
are veiy weak, Sutovsky - R.Ma¬ 
medov, Baku 2010.) 12.gdl!? f5 
13.©c4 ±xc4 14.dxc4 Wc7 15.b4± 
White’s bishop on e3 is obviously 
more active than Black’s bishop 
on g7. White has already begun 
active actions on the queenside, 
while Black has not completed his 
development yet. 

11.b4 axb3 12.©xb3 
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White is not afraid of having a 
weak pawn on a3, because later, 
he can use it as a spearhead: 
a3-a4-a5. 

12...f5 13.a4! f4 14.1d2 

me 



Black has succeeded in ousting 
the enemy bishop from the 63- 
square and in protecting his 
weakness on c5. Still, troubles 
come for him from another side. 
He will have great difficulties to 
defend his e5-pawn. 

15.&C3 Sb8 16.©bl g5 17. 
©b2 ® g 6 18.©bd2± 

The threat ®d2-c4 becomes 
very unpleasant for Black. 

18...b5 19.axb5 cxb5 20. 
Sa7 M6 21.1a5 ©c6 22.Sc7 


©d6 23.©c4 ©e6 24.Sxc5+- 

Anand - Radjabov, Nice 2009. 


B3b) 7...b6 8.a3 



8...f6 

This position has been often 
encountered in the games of GM 
V. Kotronias. Black ignores 
White’s plan, connected with b2- 
b4, and wishes to focus on the or¬ 
ganisation of his counterplay on 
the kingside. His plan includes: 
©h6-f7, 0-0, followed by f6-f5. 

About 8...a5 9.J.e3 £se7 10. 
<£bd2 - see variation Bib. 

It would not be so accurate for 
Black to continue with 8...@c7, 
because later this move may prove 
to be useless for him. 9.b4 cxb4 
10.axb4 ?if6 ll.ib2 ©d7 12.&bd2 
0-0 13.®c4± White’s pieces exert 
powerful pressure and Black can 
hardly find an active plan, since 
his pieces are squeezed with the 
protection of his pawns on e5 and 
a7, Glek - Reinderman, Nether¬ 
lands 1995. 
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Following 8...®e7, Black’s 
knight will not be so active there 
as on f6. 9.b4 cxb4 10.axb4 0-0 
ll.ib2 ffc7 12.&bd2 Ae6 13.§a3 
c5 14.bxc5 «xc5 15.@al ®c6 16. 
gc3 @b5 17.gbl± (followed by 
®c4). White’s pieces are much 
more active than their black coun¬ 
terparts, Hillarp Persson - De- 
vereaux, Gibraltar 2008. 

9.b4 cxb4 10.axb4 ®h6 11. 
c4 

White’s plans include £>c3, fol¬ 
lowed by b4-b5, ensuring the d5- 
square for his knight. 

Il...£lf7 

About 11...0-0 12.£>c3 ©f7 
13.b5 - see ftf7. 

12.®c3 0-0 



13.b5 


It would not be so precise for 
White to opt here for 13.ii.b2 f514. 
exf5 gxf5*± - the position is opened, 
which is in favour of Black, since 
he has a pair of bishops, Macieja 
- Kotronias, Kusadasi 2006. 


13...C5 14.1b2 £)d6 15.®d5 
§f7 16.@b3± Jakovenko - Kotro¬ 
nias, Achaia 2013. White’s knight 
is very powerful in the centre of 
the board. Meanwhile, Black’s 37- 
pawn has been weakened. Later, 
White can squeeze his opponent’s 
pieces with its protection: ga2, 
gfl-al. Naturally, Black’s counter 
attacking possibilities on the 
kingside should not be underesti¬ 
mated either. 


B3c) 7...@e7 



Black defends his e5-pawn 
and prepares £sf6. 

8.a3 

It seems also good for White to 
play here 8.a4!?, occupying addi¬ 
tional space on the queenside. 8... 
®f6 9.a5 ®d7 (9...0-0 10.ie3 c4 
ll.©bd2 cxd3 12.cxd3 £ih5 13. 
@c2±, followed by ©d2-b3, gfl- 
dl, d3-d4, Pavlovic - Pap, Palic 
2014.) 10.£ibd2. White prepares 
the transfer of his knight to the 
c4-square. 10...£48 ll.£ic4 f6 12. 
J.e3 £le6 13.c3. He deprives his 
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opponent’s knight of the (14- 
square. 13...0-0 14.©c2 ±>h8 15. 
Sabi @c7 16.b4 cxb4 17.cxb4± 
White has seized completely the 
initiative on the queenside, while 
Black can hardly organise active 
counterplay on the kingside, be¬ 
cause the pawn-advance f6-f5 
would weaken considerably his 
e5-pawn, S.Zhigalko - Deszczyn- 
ski, Warsaw 2010. 

8...®f6 9.b4 



9...0—0 

About 9...£sd7 10.®bd2 0-0 

11. ©c4, or 10...b6 ll.ftc4 0-0 

12. @el - see 9...0-0. 

Or 9...cxb4 10.axb4 ftd7 ll.b5 
c5, Antonio - Vasiliev, Dos Her- 
manas 2004, 12.®c3!? ®b6 13. 
Ie3 0-0 14.Sa5 f5 15.©al± and 
Black is incapable of protecting 
his a7-pawn. 

10.£sbd2 ®d7 

This knight is brought back in 
a huriy to defend the e5-pawn. 


About 10...b6 ll.£sc4!? ©d7 

12. @el, or 10...Se8 ll.£sc4 &d7 
12x3 - see 10...£sd7. 

Following 10...£>h5, Wang - 
Haoyu, Ningbo 2011, White wins 
the fight for the c5-square with 
the line: ll.®b3!? cxb4 12.axb4± 
and his b4-pawn is untouchable, 
because of the loss of the ex¬ 
change for Black. 

10...§d8 ll.bxc5 ©xc5. He los¬ 
es too much time on manoeu¬ 
vres with his queen. 12.a4 @e7 

13. a5 &h5 14.©c4 f6 15.ie3 ie6 
16.&fd2±, followed by ®f3, Sfl- 
bl, Kapnisis - Pap, Rethymno 
2013. 

Il.fic4 



ll...b6 

After ll...Sd8 12.ffel ®b6 
13.©a5 cxb4 14.axb4 &e6 15.?jg5 
kc8 16.ffc3± (followed by kc3), 
Black can hardly find an active 
plan for actions, Bruzon Batista - 
Larrea, Montevideo 2011. 
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11...8e8 12.c3 &b6 13.fta5! 
From this square, White’s knight 
will force Black’s pieces to protect 
the b7-pawn. 13...i,e6, Grischuk 
- Wirig, France 2002, 14.£ig5!? 
±c8 15.ie3± Now Black must ex¬ 
change on d4 after which White 
will have pawn-majority in the 
centre. 



12.©el!? 

White prepares the transfer of 
his queen to the c3-square. 


12x3. This move does not pro¬ 
vide White with an advantage due 
to the line: 12...i,a6 13.®a4 ibcc4 
14.dxc4 @e6= and he will have 
problems with the protection of 
his c4-pawn, Grischuk - Rad- 
jabov, Bastia 2003. 

Still, it is quite possible for 
White to choose 12.i,b2 Jia6 13. 
£ifd2 l:xc4 14.<5jxc4± and his bish¬ 
op is obviously more active than 
its counterpart, Ehlvest - Goldin, 
Novosibirsk 1995. 

12...!a6 13.Sc3 §ae8 14. 

Bel h6, Gharamian - Vavrak, 
Cappelle la Grande 2008, 15. 
k,b2t White has powerful initia¬ 
tive on the queenside, while 
Black’s attempt to organise coun¬ 
terplay on the queenside with the 
move f7-f5, would lead to the 
weakening of his e5-pawn. 


Conclusion 

We have just analysed Black’s different possibilities after 3...g6 4. 
i,xc6 dxc6 5.d3, with the exception of 6...©f6. 

In all the variations, White maintains the advantage, developing 
initiative on the queenside either with a2-a3, b2-b4, or with the help of 
a2-a4, ®bl-a3(d2)-c4. 

White’s plan, connected with a2-a4, becomes even more effective if 
Black plays b7-b6. Later, White follows either with a4-a5, operating 
later on the a-file, or Black plays a7-a5 himself, but then his b6-pawn 
becomes very weak. 

The readers should focus their attention on the pawn-break 13.b4, 
which was tried in the game Iordachescu - Iljushin, Dresden 2007, 
after which White succeeded in demolishing his opponent’s defence on 
the queenside. 
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l.e4 c5 2.£if3 £>c6 3 .JUj 5 g6 4.,&xc6 
dxc6 5.d3 ±g7 6.h3 ®f6 



This is the best square for 
Black’s knight. Later, he plans to 
advance e7-e5, after which his 
knight can go from f6 either to h5, 
from where it will prevent f2-f4, 
or to e6 (4lf6-d7-f8-e6), taking 
under control not only the f4- 
square, but also the d4-square. 

The move has some draw¬ 
backs, however. Black has lost his 
control over the h6-square and 
White can prepare the trade of the 
dark-squared bishops with i,e3, 

m2, !h6. 

7.&c3 

This is a useful move. Now, af¬ 
ter the removal of Black’s knight 
from f6, White’s bishop would not 
need to protect the b 2-pawn. 


Black has two main lines now: 
A) 7„.£>d7 and B) 7...0-0. 

7...®b6. He is trying to create 
pressure against the b2-pawn and 
to impede the development of 
White’s bishop on cl. 8.0-0 5ld7 
9.a4 a5 10.4162. He is preparing 
Sbl, which would be impossible 
immediately due to the loss of a 
piece. 10...0-0 ll.Sbl 'Sc7 V2.M2 
b6 13.®cl §d8 14.if4 e5 15.1h6 
ih8 16.4id2 b5 17.f4± - White’s 
queenside initiative provides him 
with better prospects, Potrata - 
Schuster, ICCF 2006. 

It would not be so logical for 
Black to choose 7..Ae6, with the 
idea to follow with c5-c4. In fact, 
he could have played like this im¬ 
mediately. 8.jle3 c4, R.Mamedov 
- Dzagnidze, Istanbul 2006, 9. 
4lg5!?± and since his bishop can¬ 
not leave the e6-square due to the 
loss of his c4-pawn, Black is 
forced to part with his two-bishop 
advantage. 

It would be too slow for him to 
opt for 7...h6, because after 8.jle3 


128 




I.e4 c5 2.&J3 ©c6 3.±b5 g6 4.kxc6 dc 5.d3 kg7 6.h3 a/6 7.<&c3 


b6 9.«d2 ie6 (9...©d7 10.0-0 - 
see variation A) 10.a4 a5, White 
would be able to open advanta¬ 
geously the game in the centre: 

11. d4!? cxd4 12.©xd4± and in 
view of the vulnerability of the 
h6-pawn, Black would hardly 
manage to evacuate his king away 
from the centre, Dzhangirov - 
Pavlov, Kiev 2005. 

7...c4. This is an interesting 
move, but still insufficient for 
equality. 8.0-0. White should 
better refrain from accepting the 
pawn-sacrifice. 8...cxd3 9.cxd3 
c5. Black prevents d3-d4, Pono- 
mariov - Van Wely, Wijk aan Zee 
2003 (9...0-0 10.d4 b6 ll.Sel 
«c7 12.!g5 ib7 13.«d2 §fd8 14. 
Sadl± White’s powerful pawn- 
centre provides him with a stable 
advantage. Ljubicic - Cardelli, 
ICCF 2011.) 10.@e2!? He is pre¬ 
paring Sfl-dl. 10...£)d7 ll.Sdl e5 

12. b4! White sacrifices a pawn 
and breaks through in the centre. 

12...cxb4 13.®d5 0-0 (or 13...a5?! 
14.1g5 f6 15.Sacl 0-0 16.1e3± 
and despite the extra pawn, 
Black’s position is veiy bad, be¬ 
cause he can hardly parry his op¬ 
ponent’s numerous threats.) 14. 
ig5 f6 15.J.e3 ®b6 16.Jbcb6 axb6 
17.d4± - White’s pieces are tre¬ 
mendously active, while Black’s 
tripled extra pawn is completely 
useless. 

It would be too risky for Black 
to play 7...e5 before castling, be¬ 
cause there would arise complica¬ 


tions which would be in favour of 
White. 8.£>xe5! £)xe4 9.£>xe4 
ixe5 10.0-0 



It is bad for Black to continue 
with 10...@e7, because of ll.Sel 
ke6 12.@e2 0-0 13.£)xc5± and he 
has no compensation for the 
pawn, Paillard - Hernandez 
Onna, Andorra 2000. 

Following 10...c4, Rabiega - 
Schebler, Hoeckendorf 2004, 
White can obtain a decisive ad¬ 
vantage almost by force. ll.J,h6! 
cxd3 12.§el ,ie6 13.c3 §g8 14.ig5 
«d5 15.M6 *f8 16.Sd2 ixf6 17. 
©xf6 «f5 18.£)xg8 *xg8 19.§e3 
2d8 20.b3+-, followed by gal-dl 
and Black loses his d3-pawn. 

10...0-0. He should better re¬ 
move immediately his king away 
from the centre. Il.£sxc5. The 
power of the bishop-pair in open 
positions is very well known, but 
here this does not provide Black 
with sufficient compensation for 
the pawn. Il...«d5 12.£se4 f5 13. 
£sg5 f4, Danielsen - Eriksson, 
Borup 2014, 14.@f3!?± - It is in¬ 
conceivable how Black can devel¬ 
op his initiative on the kingside, 
so he will have to switch to only 
defending. 
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Following 7...b6 8.Jie3, the 
pawn-advance 8...e5 is again pre¬ 
mature. 9.£)xe5! ©xe4 10.fff3f511. 
M4®e7, Macieja - Pyda, Polanica 
Zdroj 1996,12.dxe4 kxe5 13.0-0-0 
!xf4+ 14.@xf4 0-0 15.Shel± and 
Black’s king is very weak. 

7...®c7 8.£e3 b6 9.@d2 e5 
(9... 0-0 10.M4 - see variation 
B2) 10.ih6 0-0 (10...ixh6 11. 
®xh6 ie6 12.®g7!? White de¬ 
prives his opponent of castling. 

12...&e713.@h6± - Black’s king is 
horribly misplaced at the centre 
of the board, Venkatesh - Himan- 
shu, New Delhi 2007) ll.±xg7 
&xg712.0-0 



After 12...a5 13.b3 h6 14.£ie2 
a4 15.@c3 §e8, White maintains 
better prospects by preparing the 
standard pawn-break for similar 
positions - f2-f4. 16.fed2 ®d7 17. 
f4± Pessoa - Szczepanski, ICCF 
2012. 

Following 12...©h5, naturally, 
White should not allow the pene¬ 
tration of the enemy knight to the 
f4-square. 13.£se2 kd7, Fedoseeva 
- Rubtsov, Peterhof 2009, 14. 
®c3!?±, followed by a3, b4, or a4, 
®d2-c4. 


12...§e8 13.a4 a5 14.b3 £h5 
15.®e2 ®d6 16.g4 £sf6 17.®e3 h5 
18.g5 £lh7 19.Sd2± - and later, 
White advanced f2-f4 and scored 
a well deserved victory in the 
game Edighoffer - Wosch, Inter¬ 
net 2010. 


A) 7...£\d7 

Black wishes to accomplish 
the manoeuvre £sf8-e6 before 
castling, so that his rook would 
not deprive the knight of the f8- 
square. 

8.!e3 



8.. .e5 

Black increases his control 
over the important d4 and f4- 
squares. 

8.. .0-0 9.@d2 - see variation 

Bl. 

Now, just like on the previous 
move, Black fails to equalise with 
with 8...@b6 9.§bl 0-0 (9...£f8 
10.0-0 ®e6 ll.£sa4 @a5, Luque - 
Komljenovic, Seville 2001, 12. 
£>xc5! £sxc5 13.b4 ®xa2 14.bxc5 
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®a5 15.d4 0-0 16.c4±, with obvi¬ 
ous domination of White in the 
centre) 10.®d2 ae8 11.0-0 ®c7 
12.£>h2 b6, N.Mamedov - Ni- 
galidze, Baku 2012,13.ih6!? ih8 
14.f4± (followed by £ig4, f4-f5) 
and White has very good attack¬ 
ing prospects. 

After 8...@a5 9.®d2 fte5 10. 
£ixe5 ±xe5 11.0-0 0-0 12.f4 4d4, 
Degerhammar - Schuster, ICCF 
2007, White should better con¬ 
tinue with 13.a3!?±, depriving his 
opponent of the possibility to 
transfer his queen to the d4- 
square. 

8...b6 9.®d2 h6 (9...e5 10 J,h6 

- see 8...e5) 10.0-0 ©f8 (10...e5 
ll.£ih2 - see variation A2) 11.a4 
a5 (or 11...5je6 12.a5± and White 
seizes the initiative on the queen- 
side) 12.©h2 ®e6 13.f4 ®c7 14. 
Sf2 <5'id4 15,®f3 £ixf3+ 16.®xf3± 

- He has a superior pawn-struc¬ 
ture and excellent attacking pros¬ 
pects on the kingside, Tiits - Loc, 
ICCF 2012. 

9.®d2 



Now, Black can either allow 
!e3-h6 - Al) 9...®e7, or prevent 
the trade of the dark-squared 
bishops with A2) 9...h6. 

9.. .0.0 10.ikh6 - see variation 
Bla. This position is usually 
reached after the move order 

7...0-0 8.!e3 &d7 9.®d2 e5 10. 
£h6. 

The alternatives for Black are 
only seldom encountered in prac¬ 
tice. 

9.. .h5, De la Riva Aguado - II- 
lescas Cordoba, Burgos 2003, 
10.0-0!? ®e7 ll.£ih2± (followed 
by f2-f4) and the weakening of 
Black’s kingside may become a 
telling factor in the future. 

9.. .b6 10.ikh6 ®f6, Miljanic - 
Mohr, Barcelona 1991 (10...0-0 
ll.h4 - see variation B2; 10... 
±xh6 ll.®xh6 ®e7 12.a4 - see 
variation Ala). Now, it is very 
strong for White to choose ll.a4±, 
beginning active actions on both 
sides of the board. 


Al) 9...©e7 

Black protects his c5-pawn 
and prepares the transfer of his 
knight to the e6-square. 

10.1h6 

We will analyse now Ala) 

10...ilxh6 and Alb) 10...f6. 

10...0-0 11.©h2 - see varia¬ 
tion Bib. 
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It would be too passive for 
Black to choose here 10...®f8 11. 
Jtxg7 ®xg7, because his queen 
would be misplaced on this 
square. 12.£ie2 b6 13.®c3 4b7 

14.a4 ®f6 15.a5± and his position 
would be solid, but very passive, 
Duarte - Me, ICCF 2008. 


Ala) 10...4xh6 

One of the defects of this move 
is that Black’s king may remain 
stranded in the centre for long. 

Il.©xh6 f6 

ll...b6 12.a4 f6, Minasian - 
M.Petrov, Batumi 2002, 13. 

0-0!?± (followed by a5, Sd2-c4) 
and Black’s rooks are not con¬ 
nected. He may have great prob¬ 
lems to neutralise White’s activity 
on both sides of the board. 

12.&h4 



®xg6. 

12...&f8 


12...W8 13.®d2 



After 13...@d6 14.g3 Qf8, Sto- 
janovic - Bejtovic, Sarajevo 2011, 
White’s queen may return to h6: 

15. «h6!? §g8 16.f4± 

Black cannot prevent his op¬ 
ponent’s plans with 13...©b6, be¬ 
cause after 14.<Sie2, White man¬ 
ages to push f4.14...i,e6 15.f4 exf4 

16. £ixf4 If7 17.®f3 @d6 18.&e2 
0-0-0, Berecz - Minchev, ICCF 
2008,19.0-0± and White has ex¬ 
cellent prospects on the f-file. 

13...®e7 14.0-0-0 £>f8 (14...f5 
15.g3 f4 16.%2 fxg3 17.fxg3 ®f8 
18.h4 h5 19.§dfl &e6 20.Sf2 &d4 
21.®g5 ®xg5+ 22.hxg5 Sf8 23. 
Shfl Sxf2 24.Sxf2± - Black can 
hardly defend the weaknesses of 
his pawn-structure, because his 
queenside pieces are not devel¬ 
oped, Ivanchuk - V.Filippov, Kal- 
lithea 2002.) 15.@h6 Ie6 16.g3 
0-0-0 17.f4± - White has accom¬ 
plished the thematic pawn-ad¬ 
vance f2-f4 and preserves better 
chances. Later, Black must con¬ 
sider the possibilities fxe5, as well 
as f4-f5, Nisipeanu - V.Filippov, 
Istanbul 2003. 

13.0-0 4e6 
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It is obviously bad for Black to 
opt for 13...Wf7?! 14.f4 exf4 15. 
Sxf4 ©d7, due to 16.e5!± Sulskis 
- Estremera Panos, Lisbon 2001. 
The position is opened and Black’s 
pieces are not developed and his 
king is in the centre. He loses im¬ 
mediately after 16...£ixe5? 17. 
gel+- 

14.a4 0-0-0 15.a5 M7 

16.f4 



16...5le6 

It would be bad for Black to 
choose 16...exf4 17.®xf4 and he 
cannot win a piece with 17... g5, 
because of 18.5lf5± 

17.fxe5 fxe5 18.5M3 ®d4 
19.£>xd4 cxd4 20.£sbl c5 21. 
®d2 &c7 22.Sf3 Sdf8 23.§afl 
§xf3 24.5lxf3± - White’s queen 
is very active on the h6-square, 
squeezing the enemy pieces with 
the protection of the h7-pawn, 
moreover that Black must be on 
the alert about the defence of his 
weak e5-pawn as well, Gomila - 
Gonzalez, ICCF 2012. 


Alb) 10...f6 



ll.lxg7 ®xg7 12.£\h2 

Now, just like in the majority 
of similar situations, White does 
not have any other active plan be¬ 
sides advancing f2-f4. 

12...£sf8 

Black cannot equalise by try¬ 
ing to prevent f2-f4 at the price of 
the weakening of the f5-square. 

12...g5 13.£)g4 £)f8 14.£le2 £)g6 
15.&e3 «c716.a3 ie6 17.1fc3 @d6 

18. b4 cxb4 19.axb4± - In this 
middle game, the central pawns 
prove to be stronger than the 
flank pawns, Steiger - Bredenhof, 
ICCF 2007. 

13.f4 exf4 

After the opening of the f-file, 
the vulnerability of the e6-pawn 
becomes a telling factor, but it is 
hardly preferable for Black to 
choose 13...5te6 14.fxe5 fxe5 15. 
gfl !d7 16.®dl 0-0-0 17.5le3 
*b8 18.0-0-0 ghe8, Ashley - 
V.Georgiev, Mermaid Beach 1998, 

19. /bl!?± and although Black’s 
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pawn has moved from f6 to e5, it 
has not become stronger at all. 

14.@xf4 ®e6 



15. fff2!? 

White has great winning 
chances in this middle game. 

Following 15.©d6 ®e7 16. 
©xe7+ &xe7 17.£>f3±, White’s 
pawn-structure is much better, 
but he can hardly exploit effec¬ 
tively this circumstance, Pikula - 
Lanka, Germany 2002. 

15.. .0—0 

15.. .ftd4 16.©f3 f5 17.0-0-0 
0-0, Vujacic - Djukic, Podgorica 
2010, 18.®e3!?±, followed by h4- 
h5. 

16. £if3 Id717.0-0-0 Sad8, 

Nezad - Uesugi, Dresden 2008. 
Here, White had to begin imme¬ 
diate active actions on the king- 
side with 18.h4!?± 


A2) 9...h6 


Black prevents the exchange of 
the dark-squared bishops. 

10.0-0 



10...@e7 

He protects his c5-pawn and 
prepares the manoeuvre ^fS-eb. 

Black plays sometimes with 
the same idea the move 10...b6, 
but it seems less useful than 10... 
©e7. Il.£>h2 g5. He prevents f2- 
f4, but weakens the f5-square. 
(11...fte7 12.a4 - see 10...@e7; af¬ 
ter ll...©f8, it seems very good for 
White to play 12.a4!? ©e6 13.a5± 
- he begins active operations on 
the queenside) 12.£ie2. White is 
preparing £ig3 and from there the 
knight will control the weak f5 
and h5-squares. 12...£sf8 (12...1,f6 
M.Socko - Goryachkina, Plovdiv 
2014,13Ag3!? &f8 14.£ig4± - He 
has very good attacking pros¬ 
pects, because Black lags consid¬ 
erably in development.) 13.©g3 
<£ie6, Djurovic - Kozul, Zadar 
2010 (13...&g6 14.&h5 0-0, Ste¬ 
vie - Kozul, Bol na Bracu 2013. 
Black has fortified his position on 
the kingside, so White should 
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think about opening a second 
front: 15.a3!?±, followed by b4.) 

14.a3!? 0-0 15.b4 c4 16.Sfdl cxd3 
17.cxd3 c5 18.§dcl £d4 19.§abl± 
- White has powerful initiative on 
the queenside and Black must be 
on the alert about his opponent’s 
possible active actions on the oth¬ 
er side of the board (®h2-g4). 

Il.©h2 

White not only prepares f4, 
but later can follow with ©h2-g4, 
increasing the pressure against 
the enemy h6-pawn. 

11...&T8 

it would be too slow for Black 
to choose 11...b6, moreover that 
the move creates a target for 
White to attack on the queenside. 
12.a4!? g5 13.a5 b5 14.£ie2+ (fol¬ 
lowed by ©e2-g3, £jh2-g4, @d2- 
c3) - In Black’s camp there are 
weaknesses on f5 and h5, as well 
as the e5-pawn, Alqudaimi - 
Yousry, Cairo 2003. 



12.f4 

This is the best move for 
White. Black lags in development 


and he will hardly manage to pre¬ 
vent his opponent’s plan, con¬ 
nected with e4-e5, ©c3-e4. 

12.. .exf413Mrf4! ®e6 

Following 13...g5 14.ilg3 ©g6 

15. §ael :kc5 16.lixe5 £ixe5 17.5}f3 
f6, White obtains a noticeable ad¬ 
vantage after 18.£)dl!+ and then 
£le3-f5, Graefen - Zwicker, Email 
2007. 

13.. .!e614.1g3 &d715.®f3 g5 

16. §ael 0-0, Macieja - Schan- 
dorff, Saint Vincent 2005, 17. 
£>d5!? cxd5 18.exd5 ®f6 19.dxe6 
fxe6 20.®e3 Sae8 21.©e5± - 
Black’s e6-pawn is weak and his 
king is not reliably placed. 

14.!g3 



This is the right square for 
White’s bishop! From here it will 
support the pawn-break e4-e5. 

14.. .£)d4 

14.. .h5. The advance of Black’s 
rook-pawn is not dangerous for 
White. 15.§ael h4 (15...0-0 16. 
e5!?±) 16.M2 Sh5, Tiits - Kash- 
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lyak, ICCF 2011,17.0f3!?± - Black 
has succeeded in ousting the ene¬ 
my bishop from the h2-b8 diago¬ 
nal, but his h4-pawn requires ad¬ 
ditional protection. 

The move 14... 0-0 has the 
drawback that it does not prevent 
e4-e5.15.e5 ®g5 (15...©d416.gael 
- see 14...£)d4) 16.®el £)d4 (16... 
@d8?! 17.£)g4 ®d4 18.£if6+ £xf6 
19.exf6± - After the exchange of 
the bishop on g7, Black’s kingside 
had been considerably weak¬ 
ened.) 17.<ae4 @e7 18.®d2 ©f5 19. 
M2 b6, Narayanan - Camacho 
Collados, Montcada 2013,20.g4!? 
®d4 21.ig3±, White’s position is 
clearly preferable, because it 
would be too dangerous for Black 
to play 21..J,xe5?!, in view of 22. 
ixe5 ®xe5 23.c3 £ie6 24.®xh6± 
with a powerful attack for White. 

Following 14...@g5, White nat¬ 
urally should refrain from trading 
the queens. 15.Wei ©d4 16.Wf2 
0-0 (16...M6?! 17.ih4 Wh5 18. 
£)g4 g5 19.£)f6+ ixf6 20.Wxf6± - 
Black’s king will be endangered in 
the centre, as well as on the king- 
side, Smeets - Haast, Nether¬ 
lands 2012) 17.M16 !xh3 (17... 
£)b3?, G.Airapetian - Klimov, St 
Petersburg 2006, 18.e5! ftxal 19. 
±xf8 Wf5 20.ixg7 Wxf2+ 21. 
&xf2+-) 18.M4 Wxg2+ 19.@xg2 
Mg2 20.Wxg2 ®xc2 21.Sadi 2ad8 
22.£sg4 h5 23.£)f2 gfe8 24.®e2 
ie5 25.MM! b6 26.b3± - The tac¬ 
tical complications have ended. 
There has arisen a complicated 


endgame in which White’s minor 
piece seems much stronger than 
Black’s three pawns, James - 
Hrubaru, Email 2010. 

15.Sael 

White is creating the threat 
&d5. 

15...0—0 

After 15...±e6, it seems very 
good for White to choose 16. 
£>dl!?±, preparing the transfer of 
the knight to the e3-square and 
what is even more important - 
the move c2-c3, ousting the ene¬ 
my knight away from the centre. 

16...gd8 17.£ie3 0-0 18.c3 £ib5 
19.®f5 gxf5 20.exf5± - White has 
a superior pawn-structure and 
much more actively placed pieces, 
Solodovnichenko - Tirard, France 
2008. 

16.e5 



16.. .1f5 

16.. .gd8 17.5je4± - White’s 
knight has occupied a very active 
position at the centre of the board, 


136 




3.kb5 g6 4.kxc6 dc 5.d3 kg7 6.h3 £s/6 7. M3 $3d7 8.ke3 e5 9.'M2 


Goncharenko - Sukhodolsky, 
ICCF 2007. 

After 16...©f5, Black ends up 
in a very difficult position. 17.M2 
h5 (17...b6 18.£)f3 Bd8 19.®e4 
ke 6 20.b3 g5 21.g4 ©d4, Papin - 
Stamenkov, Plovdiv 2008, 22. 
±xd4!? cxd4 23.h4 lxg4 24. 
hxg5+- with a decisive attack for 
White) 18.£)f3 b6 19.fte4 §d8 
(19...ih6? 20.®c3 le6 21.£lf6+ 
&g7 22.g4+- Libiszewski - D. 
Gurevich, Barcelona 2014) 20. 
g4+ - Black will hardly manage to 
hold this position, because all 
White’s pieces participate in the 
attack, Meier - Nigalidze, Yere¬ 
van 2007. 

17. £)e4 JLxe4 

Black exchanges the powerful 
enemy knight. 

17...h5, Vidal - Jimenez, Ciego 
de Avila 2010, 18.£)d6!? ke 6 19. 
M 4->, followed by M4-g5. 

18. §xe4 



18...h5 


Black deprives White’s knight 
of the g4-square. 

18...Sad8 19.1h4 g5 20.ftg4 
fte6 2lMf6+ *h8 22.ig3 Sd4 
23.®e2 Sxe4 24.®xe4 ixf6 25. 
Sxf6 i'gl 26.h4± - The shelter of 
Black’s king has been seriously 
compromised, T.Kosintseva - 
Cmilyte, Turin 2006. 

Or 18...£>f5 19.M4 &h7 20. 
®g4 §ad8 21.M2 §d5 22.b3 Bfd8 
23.icl! *h8 24.ib2 M7 25.£>f6-> 
Lopez Martinez - Zaslavsky, Ri¬ 
jeka 2010. 

19.ih4 @e6 

After 19...@c7 20.M6 *h7 
(20...Sae8 21x3+-) 21.g4, White 
begins a decisive offensive. 21... 
ih6 22.M2 Sg8 23.e6. Black’s po¬ 
sition is in ruins. 23...©xe6 24. 
ke5 Wd7 25.@xf7+ Sxf7 26.§xf7+ 
kg7 27.8xb7+- Kalegin - S.Soko- 
lov, Kazan 2008. 



20.g4 ®xa2 21.gxh5 ®xb2 
22.h6 kh8 23.h7+ *xh7 24. 
kf6. Black has no defence against 
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Se4-h4,1-0 Sutovsky - Baron, Ri¬ 
jeka 2010. 


B) 7...0-0 8.!e3 



Now, Black has a choice how 
to protect his c5-pawn: Bl) 8... 
£\d7,orB2)8...b6. 

It would be bad for Black to 
opt for 8...©b6, since his queen 
would be very passive on this 
square. 9.5bl £]d710.®d2 ®c7 11. 
!h6 e5 12.1xg7 &xg713.£>h2 £if6 
14.0-0 ie6 15.f4 exf4 16.Sxf4 
©h5 17.Sf3 @e5 18.Sbfl± - White 
has accomplished the typical 
pawn-advance for similar posi¬ 
tions - f2-f4 and has better pros¬ 
pects, Rublevsky - Ivanovic, 
Niksic 1997. 

After 8...@a5, it is very good 
for White to continue with 9. 
£)d2!?, creating the threat 4jb3. 
9...Qd7 (9...b6 10.0-0 ®a6 ll.f4 
ie6 12.g4 Sb7 13.f5 ic8 14.@el± 
- White’s kingside pawn-offen¬ 
sive seems very threatening for 
his opponent, Oratovsky - Bale- 


novic, Biel 1995) 10.0-0 b5 11. 
£ib3 ®b6 12.a4± Black’s attempt 
to organise counterplay on the 
queenside has only led to the 
weakening of his position, Moty- 
lev- Holmsten, Linares 2000. 


Bl) 8...®d7 

This move would have been 
very good if White had already 
castled kingside. Now, he can cas¬ 
tle queenside and exploit the re¬ 
moval of Black’s knight from the 
kingside with the move h4-h5. 

9.fTd2 



We will analyse now: Bla) 9... 
e5 and Bib) 9...Se8. 

About 9...b6 10.Jih6 -see vari¬ 
ation B2. 

Black only weakens his queen¬ 
side with the line: 9...b5 10jLh6 
e5 ll.a4 b4 12.©e2± Strautins - 
Saksis, ICCF 2005. 

Following 9...Sfb6, White has 
a very pleasant choice. He can 
transpose to some favourable var- 
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iations for him, which we have al¬ 
ready analysed before like lO.Sbl 
- see 8...@b6, or try the more am¬ 
bitious approach: 10.0-0-0, fol¬ 
lowed by ±h6, h4-h5, beginning a 
direct attack against the enemy 
monarch. 


Bla) 9...e5 10.i,h6 



10...Axh6 

After 10...@e7, White obtains 
good attacking possibilities by 
transferring his knight to g4 and 
castling queenside. Il.©h2!? 2d8 
12.£ig4 &f8 13.Axg7 *xg7 14. 
Sh6+ &g8 15.0-0-0± Adams - 
Chandler, Southend 2001. 

Or 10...3e8 ll.ixg7 *xg7 12. 
Qh2 h6 13.®g4 @g5 14.©e3±, fol¬ 
lowed by 0-0, ®e2, f4, opening 
the f-file, A1 Sayed - Poobesh 
Anand, Moscow 2006. 

Black’s position is very diffi¬ 
cult after 10...f6 ll.h4 £>b6 12.Axg7 
*xg7 13.h5 g5 14.h6+ *f7 15.@e3 
®e7 16.£sd2 Ae6 17.0-0-0 a5 18. 


g3±, followed by f2-f4, Helbich - 
Barrios Troncoso, ICCF 2007. 
There are too many pieces on the 
board and Black’s king is obvi¬ 
ously misplaced on the f7-square. 

Il.©xh6 f6 

After 11...M6, Black comes un¬ 
der a dangerous attack. 12.h4 9g7 
13.@e3 h5 14.0-0-0 b6 15.Sdgl 
§e8 16.g4-> Abashev - Shushpa- 
nov, Novosibirsk 2001. 

12.0-0 £ib6 

12...Sf7 13.&h2 ®f8 14.f4± V. 
Smirnov - Bogachkov, Minsk 
2005. 

13.a4 a5 14.£e2 @e715.b3 



Now, Black can hardly organ¬ 
ise any active actions. We will en¬ 
counter a similar set-up of White’s 
pawns on the queenside numer¬ 
ous more times. 15...A,e6 16. 
ftd2 £\d7 17.f4± - White’s activ¬ 
ity increases and Black has no 
counterplay at all, Hofstetter - 
Wochnik, ICCF 1998. 
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Bib) 9...Se8 

This move is played with the 
idea to avoid the trade of the dark- 
squared bishops. 

10.1h6 



10.. .!h8 

About 10...e5 ll.ibtg7 - see 
variation Bla. 

After 10...<?ie5 ll.±xg7 <£ixf3+ 
12.gxf3 ixg7 13.h4 h5 14.0-0-0±, 
the presence of doubled pawns on 
the f-file is in favour of White, be¬ 
cause he can attack the enemy g6- 
pawn at first with his f3-pawn 
(f3-f4-f5) and after the exchange, 
with his f2-pawn as well, Videki - 
Horvath, Hungary 2000. 

Il.h4! 

Now, Black is faced with diffi¬ 
cult problems. 

11. ..e5 

U...Af8 12.h5 £ie6 13.0-0-0 
@a5 14.hxg6 fxg6 15.e5± Asrian - 
Becker, Dresden 2007. 

11.. .ftf6 12.h5 £sg4 13.hxg6 


hxg6 14.jk.f4 e5 15.ig5 ®b6 16.0- 
0-0-> Benko - Boschma, ICCF 
2005. 

11 ...b5 12.h5 b4 13.®dl ia6 
(13...®a5 14.hxg6 hxg6, Brodsky 
- Van der Weide, Wijk aan Zee 
1998, 15.«4!?±) 14.hxg6 hxg6 
15.M4+ (followed by Wh4, or 
@h2) - White manages to trans¬ 
fer his queen to the h-file, Van 
Haastert - Van der Weide, Chem¬ 
nitz 1998. 



12.h5 £)f6 13.hxg6 hxg6 
14.0-0-0 ®g4 15.ig5 ®d6 
16.£ih4 id7 17.f3 £)f6, Shirov - 
Leko, Monte Carlo 2005, 18. 
J,h6!?± - Black will have great 
problems to defend against the 
threats Bf5 and g4, @h2. 

We have seen numerous varia¬ 
tions in which White attacks on 
the h-file. S.Tartakower said a 
long time ago “The open file often 
resembles an open wound.”. 


B2) 8...b6 9.©d2 

(diagram) 

9...e5 
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After 9...@c7, White can pre¬ 
vent his opponent’s pawn-ad¬ 
vance e7-e5 with 10.is.f4!?, main¬ 
taining better prospects. 10...@b7 
ll.Ah6 Sd8 12.ixg7 *xg7 13. 
0-0± Crut - Crouan, France 2004 

9.. .a5. The advance of Black’s 
a-pawn is not dangerous for 
White. 10.ih6 a4 (10...Se8 11. 
Ixg7 *xg7 12.&e5!? ®d7 13. 
©g4±) ll.lxg7 *xg712.a3 @c713. 
0-0 Sd8 14.@e3± - White has 
managed to trade advantageously 
the dark-squared bishops, G. 
Kasparov - Papaioannou, Patras 
2001. 

9.. .®d7 10.1h6 e5 (10...»c7 
ll.h4! f6 12.0-0-0-> Bobras - 
Kopacz, Brzeg Dolny 1995) ll.h4. 
You can see now why White has 
postponed his castling. He begins 
a direct attack against the enemy 
monarch. Il_.f6. Black prevents 
h4-h5, which he would counter 
with g6-g5. 12.i:xg7 &xg7 13.0- 
0—Of White’s king will be safe on 
the queenside. 13...§e8 14.fth2 
£f8 15.g3 Ae6 16.f4 @d6 17.h5-> 
Black’s defence will be very diffi¬ 


cult in this position, Van Delft - 
Lecoq, Naujac 2009. 

9.. .5e8. This is not only a 
preparation of e7-e5, because 
Black can play like this immedi¬ 
ately, but also a way to avoid the 
exchange of the dark-squared 
bishops. 10.Ah6 Ah8 (10...e5 11. 
0-0 - see 9...e5) ll.e5 ©d5 12. 
&e4 ®c7 (12...M5 13.£>g3 @d7 
14.0-0 §ad8 15.gadl f6 16.§fel± 

- White’s pawn-structure is much 
better, while the shelter of Black’s 
king is slightly weakened, Prokop- 
chuk - Ledger, Torquay 2002) 
13.0-0-0 &e6 (13...©b5, Nijboer 

- Kuijf, Wijk aan Zee 1992, 14. 
c3!?±, White restricts the enemy 
knight on b5) 14.c3 @c7, Ovetch- 
kin - Kuzubov, Alushta 2004,15. 
&bl!?± Now, it would be too risky 
for Black to accept the sacrifice of 
the pawn on e5:15...Axe516.5jxe5 
ffxe5 17.f4 td5 18.g4 ®g7 19.f5 f6 
20.fxg6 hxg6 21.Shfl gf8 22.c4 
@d7 23.5f3 8f7 24.Bdfl £e6 25.h4 
©d4 26.§g3->, his extra pawn is 
absolutely immaterial, since 
White’s threats are very strong. 

9.. .©e8. Black is preparing the 
manoeuvre ©c7-e6-d4.10.Ah6 
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10.. .f6 ll.e5 ie6 (ll...ftc7?! 
12.0-0-0 - see 10...©c7) 12. 
0-0-0 J,d5, Makarichev - Chan¬ 
dler, Moscow 1990 (12...iLxh6 13. 
@xh6 £)g7 14.g4 £d5 15.£ie4 £ie6 
16.h4-») 13.£>xd5!? cxd5 14.*bl 
£xh6 15.®xh6 & g7 16.ghel± - 
White’s king is quite safe. 

10.. .£sc7 11.0-0-0 £ie6 (ll...f6 
12.e5 ie6 13.h4 Sfd7 14.fte4 ig4 
15.Jlxg7 ixg7 16.h5-> Krantz - 
Berczes, Stockholm 2008) 12.h4 
±xh6 13.@xh6 f6, Bologan - 
Kharlov, Azov 1991, 14.§del!? 
@e8 15.e5 ®f7 16.h5 g5 17.£ie4 
@g7 18.@xg7+ ©xg7 19.h6 fte8 
20.£sfd2± - White’s pawn-struc¬ 
ture is superior in this endgame 
and his pieces are harmoniously 
placed. 

10.1h6 



10...©d6 

This is the best move. From 
this square, Black’s queen will im¬ 
pede the pawn-advance f2-f4 and 
also, in case White castles queen- 
side, the queen will support 
Black’s pawn-offensive on the 
queenside. 


10.. .@c7 ll.a4!? This is not so 
much active actions on the queen- 
side, but much rather prophylac¬ 
tic. Now, it would be difficult for 
Black to organise any activity on 
the queenside. 11...©h5 12.®e2 f6 
(12...ixh613.@xh6 f5 14.©g5 fxe4 

15. £>xe4 if5 16.£>2c3 !xe4 17. 
£ixe4 £if6 18.£xf6+ §xf6 19.®e3± 
- Black’s e5-pawn is very weak, 
Mueller - Fajs, FICGS 2011) 13. 
0-0 a5 14.J,xg7 5ixg715.fth2 ©e6 

16. f4 exf4 17.£xf4 5ixf4 18.@xf4 
@e7 19.§f2 Ie6 20.ftf3 gae8 21. 
b3± Schilcher - Isigkeit, Internet 
2011. White’s pawns on a4 and b3 
thwart Black’s queenside counter¬ 
play (the move c5-c4 is impossi¬ 
ble, while b6-b5 will only lead to 
the appearance of a weakness on 
a5). White has seized completely 
the initiative on the kingside. He 
can continue with active actions 
on the f-file, while Black’s king is 
vulnerable. 

10.. .5e7 ll.Ji.xg7 *xg7 12.a4!? 
This pawn set-up on White’s king- 
side has been encountered nu¬ 
merous times in this chapter. 12... 
ge8 13.0-0 a5 14.b3 ®h5 15.®e2 
ga7 16.tc3 *g8 (16...g5 17.£id2±) 

17. *h2 ia6 18.®d2 §d7 
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White has a comfortable ad¬ 
vantage in this endgame and can 
choose one of the following plans: 

- either 19.Sael!?±, tiying to 
organise active actions in the cen¬ 
tre and on the kingside, 

- or 19.§abl @d8 20.®c4lxc4 
21.bxc4 &g7 22.2b2 ©e6 23.8fbl±, 
creating pressure against Black’s 
backward b6-pawn, Noble - 
Skripko, ICCF 2007. 

10...8e8 11.0-0!? (It seems 
premature for White to opt for 
ll.£xg7 *xg7 12.0-0 £ih5 13.£)e2 
@f6?t and Black has created the 
threat ±xh3, Quesada Perez - R. 
Mamedov, Turin 2006.) 



About ll...@d6 12.±xg7 ixg7 
13.a4 - see 10...@d6. 

The character of the position 
remains the same after ll...Wc7 
12ibcg7 &xg7 13.a4 a5 14.b3 £ih5 
15.&e2 Wd6 16.@c3 ia6 17.£)d2± 
- Black has no active counterplay, 
Novikovas - Satici, ICCF 2011. 

Il...£)h5 12.£se2 @d6 (after 

12.. .W6, Quesada Perez - R.Ma- 
medov, Turin 2006, it seems very 
good for White to continue with 
13.a4!?± and Black cannot play 

13.. ..1,xh3?!, due to 14.±g5+) 13. 


Jlxg7 '^xg7 14.a3 a5 15.®c3± Dee- 
pan Chakkravarthy - Khabarov, 
Moscow 2012. White has covered 
reliably the f4-square against 
the penetration of the enemy 
knight. His plan includes either 
the preparation of the pawn-ad¬ 
vance b2-b4, or the transfer of his 
knight to the c4-square, followed 
by f2-f4. 

11.. .ftd7 12.ixg7 *xg7 13.<&h2 
@e7 (13...£f8 14.f4 exf4 15.@xf4 
f6, Sanduleac - Pavlovic, Kishinev 
2001,16.8f2!? White is preparing 
the doubling of his rooks on the f- 
file.) 14.f4 exf4 15.Sxf4 ©e5 16. 
Safi kc6, Oral - Hossain, Mal¬ 
lorca 2004. Black’s c6-pawn re¬ 
stricts severely the movements of 
his opponent’s knight. Therefore, 
it seems very attractive for White 
to choose 17.£sdl!?±, followed by 
£ie3. He has a superior pawn- 
structure and excellent prospects 
on the kingside. 

11.. .Mi8 12.<&h2 £)h5 (12...ie6 
13.b3 £sh5, Panarin - Ogloblin, 
Izhevsk 2012, 14.§ael!? a5 15.a4 
Sb8 16.©e2±, followed by We3, 
£>g4) 13.Sael ie614.b3!?± and by 
preventing c5-c4 White preserves 
better chances. (It seems less pre¬ 
cise for him to opt for 14.g4 £sf4 
15.Mif4 exf4 16.@xf4 c44 and de¬ 
spite his extra pawn the situation 
remains unclear. The position is 
opened and Black’s two bishops 
become powerful force, V.Mala- 
khov - Cao, Budapest 1996). 

(diagram) 

ll.!xg7!? 

This is a very reliable plan. 
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The move 11.0-0-0 leads to a 
much riskier play. 11...a5 12.£sh2 
a4 13.£sg4. This position has been 
analysed in V.Bologan’s book, de¬ 
voted to the Rossolimo Attack. It 
looks to me that this approach is 
a bit too risky for White, because 
Black’s counterplay, connected 
with the advance of his queenside 
pawns, is very dangerous. For ex¬ 
ample: 13...©h5 14.1,xg7 ©xg7 15. 
f4 f616.£se2 b5oo and in the game 
Nyvlt - Mrkvicka, ICCF 2006, 
Black scored a win after a very 
complicated fight. 

Il...&xg7 12.0-0 

White’s edge is not so great af¬ 
ter this move, but at least he 
would not be under the threat of a 
checkmating attack. 



12.. .5.8 

Or 12...h6 13.b3!? £a6 14.a4+ 
followed by £ih2, ©e2, @c3, f2-f4, 
Kasparova - Bojovic, Obrenovac 
2008. 

12.. .£>e8. The plan with the 
transfer of Black’s knight to the 
e6-square seems a bit too slow. 
13.®h2 ®c7 14.f4 exf4 15.gxf4 f5, 
Kalugin - Gafner, Olginka 2011 
(15...£se6 16.gf2±) 16.gafl!?± The 
position is being opened and this 
is in favour of White, because his 
king is much safer. 

Following 12...,ie6, White can 
transfer his queen to the kingside 
with 13.®g5!? ©d7 14.@g3 gad8 
15.£\dl f6 16.£se3t - he is threat¬ 
ening ©h4-f5, Zahour - Thoma, 
ICCF 2004. 

12.. .©h5 13.©e2. White should 
not allow the move ©h5-f4. 



13...1,d7, Maze - Bellaiche, 
Paris 2003, 14.@c3!?±, with the 
idea £id2-c4. 

Or 13...ie6 14.»c3 f6 15.g4 
©f4 16.5jxf4 exf4, Ayata - Sigrist, 
IECC 2004,17.e5!? fxe5 18.gaelt 
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13 ...f6 14.g4 4jf4 15.5jxf4 exf4 
16.§fel ke 6 17.e5 fxe5 18.5)xe5 
§ae8 19.2e2± - White has re¬ 
gained his sacrificed pawn and 
preserves better prospects, Fan- 
tom - Freeman, Internet 2013. 

13.a4!? 

(diagram) 

Before removing the knight 
from the c3-square, White forti¬ 
fies his queenside. 

13...a5 14.b3 &h5 15.£>e2 
f6 16.®c3 Sa7 (16...ie6 17. 
(bd2!?±) 17.©d2± - Black has no 



counterplay at all and White can 
prepare patiently the pawn-ad¬ 
vance f2-f4, Olofson - Koche- 
masov, ICCF 2012. 


Conclusion 

There has been amassed plenty of theory in the variation with 6 ... 
£)f6 and there arises a very complicated play in it. 

Still, White can rely on obtaining an advantage in the opening. He 
should play schematically: ®bl-c3, h2-h3, ±cl-e3, @dl-d2, preparing 
the exchange of the dark-squared bishops. 

As a rule, White should remember several rules: 
he should not be in a hurry to castle, since in several variations it 
would be advantageous for him to castle queenside; 

if he castles kingside, he should focus on the preparation of the 
pawn-advance f2-f4, but should not forget about prophylactic; 

it would be almost always good for him to push a2-a4, b2-b3, im¬ 
peding considerably the organisation of Black’s counterplay. 

In general, in the main lines White obtains a slight but very stable 
advantage. 





Part 2 


The Moscow Variation 

l.e4 c5 2.&f3 d6 3.1b5+ 



In the second part of our book 
we will analyse the Moscow Vari¬ 
ation. In it, just like in the Ros- 
solimo Attack, White refrains 
from 3.d4. With this approach, he 
reduces considerably Black’s pos¬ 
sibilities, avoiding the Najdorf 
variation, the Scheveningen vari¬ 
ation, as well as the Rauzer attack. 
White prepares with tempo his 
castling kingside. It is worth men¬ 
tioning that the trade of the light- 
squared bishops is also in his fa¬ 
vour. The point is that his central 
e4-pawn is on a light square, 


while Black’s central pawns d6 
and e7 are on the same colour of 
squares as his bishop on f8. All 
this means that in the forthcom¬ 
ing middle game, White’s dark- 
squared bishop will be obviously 
more active than its opponent. 

The Moscow Variation began 
to be tested in practice during the 
30ies of the past century. In the 
year 1940, this variation was 
played by V.Smyslov in his game 
against G.Veresov and in the year 
1941 A.Alekhine played like this 
in a simultaneous display. Nowa¬ 
days, the Moscow variation is of¬ 
ten tested by M.Carlsen (indeed 
mostly in games with a shorter 
time-control), S.Kaijakin, S.Ru- 
blevsky and many other grand¬ 
masters. 

We will devote to this system 7 
chapters. In Chapters 12-13 we 
will analyse 3...®d7, in 14 and 15 
- 3...£>c6 and in 16-18 the move 
3...M7. 
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l.e4 c5 2.G)f3 d6 3.1b5+ &d7 



This is in fact Black’s most ag¬ 
gressive response to the Moscow 
variation. 

He plans to play the move a7- 
a6 later and after the exchange on 
d7, there will arise a complicated 
position in which White will have 
a lead in development and a free 
piece-play, while Black will have 
the two-bishop advantage. 

White can rely on obtaining an 
edge, but he must play very pre¬ 
cisely and accurately, having in 
mind Z.Tarrasch’s rule - “The fu¬ 
ture belongs to the player with the 
bishops.”. 

The move 3...©d7 is often used 
by players who are striving for 
double-edged positions with Black 
in the hope of seizing the initia¬ 


tive. It has been played by A.Gri- 
schuk, G.Kasparov, V.Topalov... 

4.d4 

This is White’s most logical 
move. He begins active actions in 
the centre. 

We will analyse now A) 4...a6 
and B) 4...cxd4, while the next 
chapter will be devoted to the 
move 4...©f6. 


A) 4...a6 

After this move, Black ends up 
in a passive position. This move is 
much more interesting after the 
preliminary exchange 4...cxd4 
(variation B). 

5.!xd7+ &xd7 

Following 5...®xd7 6.dxc5 
dxc5 7Me2 e6 8.£ic3, White can 
rely on a slight but stable edge. 
His further plan is connected with 
M4 and Sdl occupying the only 
open file on the board. 8...©f6, 
Soltis - Morrison, Columbus 
1977, 9.M4 b5 lO.gdl @a7 11.0-0 
§Le7 12.e5±, followed by <Sjc3-e4- 
d6. 
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6. dxc5! 

This is the point! Black has 
failed to exchange on d4 and now, 
he will hardly manage to create 
any active counterplay. 

6.. .dxc5 

Black’s attempt not to cover 
the c-file - 6...@a5+ seems to be 
not so reasonable, since he loses 
too much time on manoeuvres 
with his queen. 7.£>c3 @xc5 8.i,e3 
@a5 9.0-0 Qf6 (9...e6 10.«d3!? 
©f6 ll.M4±, followed by Sadi 
and powerful pressure against 
Black’s d6-pawn) 10.£)d5. White 
is threatening J,b6 and ©c7 and 
forces the exchange on d5. 10... 
®xd5 ll.exd5 e512.dxe6 fxe6, Do- 
ros - Georgescu, Baile Olanesti 
2013, 13.c4!?t. Black lags in de¬ 
velopment and can hardly parry 
White’s threat c4-c5 and if dxc5 
then - ©f3-e5. 

7. £c3 

White is trying to develop his 
pieces as quickly as possible, 
(diagram) 

7.. .e6 


This is the most reliable move 
for Black. Ha lags in development, 
so it is essential for him to evacu¬ 
ate his king away from the centre 
in the fastest possible way. 

The transfer into an endgame 
would not facilitate Black’s de¬ 
fence. 7...±c6 8.@xd8+ 2xd8 9. 
£>e5 Sc8 10.J,e3 e6, B.Socko - 
Bologan, playchess.com 2004. 
White can maintain the advan¬ 
tage in numerous ways, but the 
simplest seems to be ll.‘i’e2!? ©f6 
12.£)xc6 Sxc6 13.f4±, followed by 
&e2-f3 and later, depending on 
circumstances, either aal-dl, e4- 
e5, ©c3-e4, or g2-g4-g5. White’s 
game is obviously much more 
pleasant. 

7...!g4 8.®xd8+ §xd8 9.®e5 
ih5 (9...©f6 10.1e3 e6 ll.f3 ih5, 
Meier - Piceu, Antwerp 2010, 
12.£ia4± and White begins active 
actions on the queenside. Black’s 
defence will be very difficult, since 
he lags in development and his 
light-squared bishop is severely 
restricted by the pawns on f3 and 
e4.) 10.±e3. Black’s queenside 
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pawns need additional protec¬ 
tion. 10...e6 ll.f3 f6 12.£c4. 
White’s knight is transferred to 
the queenside in order to attack 
Black’s pawns. 12...b5 13.£sa5 5c8 
14.0-0-0±. White’s pressure on 
the queenside increases with eve¬ 
ry move, V.Chekhov - Goldin, 
Moscow 1975. 

8.If4 

White’s bishop will be very ac¬ 
tive on this square. 

8...£)e7 

Black plans to continue with 
®e7-g6, M8-e7, 0-0. 



9.£>e5 

White must react very ener¬ 
getically; otherwise, if Black com¬ 
pletes his development, White’s 
advantage will evaporate. 

9...£)g6 

It seems too risky for Black to 
opt for 9...irb5 10.@h5. White is 
trying to provoke a weakening of 
Black’s kingside pawn-structure. 

10...g6 (following 10...fig6 11. 
£lxg6 fxg6 12.@g4±, Black would 
be too far from equality as well) 


ll.@f3 ®c6, Adams - Bu, Yerevan 
2008. Here, White could have en¬ 
tered almost by force a much bet¬ 
ter endgame with major pieces 
with 12.<Sjxb5!? axb5 13.fixc6 
bxc6 14.ie5 gg8 15.0-0 ie7 16. 
gfdl @b6 17.1d6 £xd6 18.§xd6 
2d8 19.e5 gxd6 20.exd6+. Black’s 
position is nearly hopeless, since 
his king is vulnerable, while 
White’s passed d6-pawn is very 
powerful. 

10.®h5 

White continues to increase 
the pressure. 



10.. .£c6 

10.. .©e7, Ghaem Maghami - 
Xu Jun, Jakarta 2012, ll.£g5!? 
@d6 12.©xg6 fxg6 13.ffh4±. Black 
lags in development and his e6- 
square is horribly weak. 

10.. .1.,e7, Priyadharshan - Ter 
Sahakyan, Porto Carras 2010, 11. 
Sdll? &xe5 12.1xe5 0-0 13.gd3. 
White’s rook joins into the attack. 
In order to avoid being checkmat¬ 
ed, Black will have to play 13 ...f6 
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14.®dl fxe5 15.§xd7 @e8 16. 
§xb7±, ending up a pawn down. 

10...£sxe5 ll.±xe5 ilc6 (or 11... 
h6, Jones - Bologan, Aix-les- 
Bains 2011,12.f4!? g6 13.@g4 Sg8 
14.0-0-0+ and Black is beyond 
salvation) 12.0-0 ©a5, Brkic - 
Feletar, Sibenik 2009, 13.gfel!? 
c4 14.5jd5! ±xd5 15.exd5 @xd5 
16.SadlE. White has more than 
sufficient compensation for the 
sacrificed pawn, because Black 
will have great difficulties to evac¬ 
uate his king away from the cen¬ 
tre. 



Il.£xg6!? 

This move seems to be the 
most reliable for White, because 
his lead in development may 
evaporate, but Black’s weak e6- 
pawn will be the cause of numer¬ 
ous troubles for him. 

Following ll.Ig3 ?ixe5 12. 
£xe5 c4 13.0-0 @a5 14Jfg5±, 
White still has some edge, but 
Black has preserved the elasticity 
of his pawn-structure, Ni Hua - 
Carlsen, London 2009. 


11.. .fxg6 12.fTg4 

White attacks the weak enemy 
pawn and prepares his castling 
queenside in the process. 

12.. .©f6 13.h4 !e714.£,g5 
Black is deprived of his two- 

bishop advantage. 

14.. .ffif7 15.ixe7 ffxe7 16. 
0-0-0 0-0 17.f3± - The weak 
pawn on e6 dooms Black to a long 
and passive defence, Johansson - 
Gulevich, ICCF 2011. 


B) 4...cxd4 5.ffxd4 



White captures on d4 with his 
queen, because Black cannot at¬ 
tack it with the move £>c6. 

5...a6 

This move leads to a very com¬ 
plicated fight and is becoming 
very popular in the last several 
years. 

About 5...©gf 6 6.©c3, or 5...h6 
6.&c3 5;gf6 7.e5, or 6...e5 7.'Id3 
©gf6 8„ie3 - see Chapter 13, var¬ 
iation B. 

It is obviously bad for Black to 
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play here 5...@c7 6.©c3 e6, Prasca 
Sosa - Nakamura, La Paz 2002, 
7.M4!?. White has a great lead in 
development and Black’s attempt 
to win a piece with the move 7...e5 
enables White to organise a deci¬ 
sive attack - 8.&xe5! dxe5 9.Jtxe5 
@b6 10.®a4! a6 11.0-0-0->, fol¬ 
lowed by the doubling of the rooks 
on the d-file. 

By playing 5...©a5+, Black forc¬ 
es the move 6.©c3, so that later 
White would not have the possi¬ 
bility to play c2-c4. In fact, Black 
falls behind in development even 
more after that. 6...a6 7.itxd7+ 
kxA7 8.£,d2. White gets rid of the 
pin and prepares 0-0-0 and ®d5. 
8...£)f6 (8...is,c6?! Ljangov - Dra- 
giev, Teteven 2004, 9.£>d5!? ®d8 
10.©b6 Bb8 11.0-0-0±, followed 
by M2-a5) 9.6 ,d5 ®d8 10.0-0-0± 
Black has the two-bishop advan¬ 
tage and a solid position, but lags 
too much in development. 

After 5...e6 6.it,g5, White de¬ 
velops quickly his pieces and cas¬ 
tles queenside. 6...®c7 (about 6... 
®gf6 7.®c3 - see chapter 13) 7. 
£ic3 a6 8.iixd7+ jbcd7. Black’s 
two-bishop advantage is immate¬ 
rial, since he lags considerably in 
development. 9.0-0-0 §c8 10. 
Shel ®c5 ll.@xc5 Sxc5, Cesbron 
- Dimitrov, France 2002. There 
has arisen a very complicated 
endgame in which White has the 
initiative. 12.M4!? e5 (12...Sc613. 
®d5!±) 13.!e3 §c6 14.£>d2± (fol¬ 
lowed by Sd2-b3-a5). Black will 


hardly manage to neutralise the 
activity of White’s pieces. The vul¬ 
nerability of the d5-square will 
also hurt Black. 

As a rule, the move 5...e5 usu¬ 
ally leads to transposition of 
moves. 6.©d3 



About 6...a6 7jtxd7+ j|xd7 8. 
c4 - see variation B3. 

As for 6...®gf6 7.®c3, or 6...h6 
7.&c3 ©gf6 8.ie3, or 6...ie7 7. 
©c3 &gf6 8Jkg5 - see Chapter 13, 
variation B4. 

6.£xd7+ 



6...Jtxd7 

Black’s bishop will support the 
pawn-advance b7-b5 from this 
square. 
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He plays only seldom 6...®xd7, 
because the queen impedes the 
development of his queenside 
pieces on this square. 7.®c3 e5. 
Black ousts the enemy queen 
from its active position, but weak¬ 
ens the d5-square (Or 7...©f6 8. 
Jtg5i - and he cannot complete 
the development of his kingside 
pieces without weakening his 
pawn-structure.). 8.®d3 ®c6 9. 
kg5. White thwarts the develop¬ 
ment of the enemy knight. 9..Ae6 
10.0-0-0 h6 (Or 10...f 6 ll.ie3 g6 

12. *bl §c8 13.£)d2± Martinovic - 
Suradiradja, Lublin 1976, followed 
by the occupation of White’s 
knight of the d5-outpost.) ll.Jth4 
g5 12.Jtg3 Sc8 13.±bl: Antonio - 
Bitoon, Manila 2008. White has 
better prospects thanks to his 
dominance over the d5-square. 

7.c4 

He fortifies his position in the 
centre. 

The position is not so clear af¬ 
ter 7.&c3 e5 8.@d3 §c8 9.0-0 h6 
10.1e3 ®f6 ll.£)d2 ®c7 12.a4 ie7 

13. a5 0-0 14.§fdl ie6 lS.fcfl 
@c4, draw, Adams - Radjabov, 
Wijk aan Zee 2009. 



Following 7x4, there has aris¬ 
en the basic position of the varia¬ 
tion with 4...cxd4. Now, Black 
must choose between Bl) 7... 
&g4, B2) 7...3c8, B3) 7...e5 
and B4) 7...®f6. 

About 7...e6 8.£>c3 Sc8 9.0-0 
- see variation B2. 

7...b5 8.®c3 bxc4 (8...e5 9. 
®d3 - see variation B3b) 9.@xc4 
e6 (9...®f6 10.e5!? dxe5 ll.£)xe5 
e6 12.0-0±, with rather unpleas¬ 
ant pressure after Jtcl-f4(g5) and 
Sa-dl) 10.0-0. Black has the two- 
bishop advantage, but White’s 
prospects are preferable, since his 
pieces are better mobilised. 10... 
©e7. Black plans to develop his 
knight to g6. ll.Sdl ®g6 12.i.g5 
«b8 13.Sacl @b7, Barbosa - 
Surendran, Golden Sands 2014 
(but not 13...@xb2?! 14.e5!±), 14. 
®d4!?±. Black is forced to weaken 
his position with the move f7-f6 in 
order to complete the develop¬ 
ment of his kingside. 


Bl) 7...&g4 

Black is ready to part with his 
two-bishop advantage and wishes 
to exchange on f 3 in order to com¬ 
promise his opponent’s kingside 
pawn-structure. 

8.®c3 Sc8 

8...£if6 9.Jig5 - see variation B4. 

Before the development of 
White’s bishop to e3, it seems 
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somewhat premature for Black to 
play 8...iixf3 9.gxf3 e6, Castaldo 
- Palac, Arvier 2012, because 
White can develop his bishop on 
the long diagonal. 10.b3!? ke7 11. 
ikb2 M6 12.®d2± (followed by 
0-0-0). Black’s d6-pawn will 
need protection. 

8...e6 9.ig5 ®a5 10.1d2 ®c7 
ll.gcl ©e7 12.0-0 ixf3 13.gxf3 
£sc6 14.@e3± Stojanovic - Kasim- 
dzhanov, Rogaska Slatina 2011. 
Black will have serious prob¬ 
lems to find a safe haven for his 
king. If he castles kingside, White 
can begin active actions on the g- 
file. 



9. !e3 

He is not in a hurry to castle. 

9...ixf3 

It would not be so consequent 
for Black to opt for 9...e6 10.4jd2i 
and it has become unclear why he 
has played J2,g4in thefirstplace..., 
Kislinsky - Kanovsky, Ostrava 
2014. 

10. gxfS £)f6 



U.b3!? 

White protects his c4-pawn 
and plans to open the position 
with the move e4-e5. 

Following 11.0-0 g6 12.Sadl 
kg7=, he can hardly achieve any¬ 
thing real, Popovic - Smith, Si- 
benik 2011. 

Il...g6 12.e5 dxe5 I3.®xe5 
ig7 14.Sdl ®c7 15.®xc7 Sxc7 
16.^e2±. White’s prospects are 
preferable thanks to his pawn- 
majority on the queenside. 

B2) 7...§c8 

Black wishes to create pres¬ 
sure against the c4-pawn as 
quickly as possible. 

8.®c3 
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8.. .®c7 

About 8..Jtg4 9.Ae3 - see var¬ 
iation B2. 

8.. .e6 9.0-0 S“fc710.b3. White’s 
bishop may be deployed to the 
long diagonal (Jlb2), as well as to 
the a3-square, exerting pressure 
against the weak enemy pawn on 
d6.10...b5, Kochetkova - Brunel- 
lo, Meissen 2013, ll.i,a3!? bxc4 
12.Sfcl±. White’s pieces are very 
active and Black will fail to hold 
on to his extra pawn, due to his 
great lag in development. He los¬ 
es immediately after 12...cxb3? 
13.£sb5+- 

It would be too passive for 
Black to choose 8...@a5 9.0-0 
®fc5 10.@xc5 Sxc5 11.b3 5if6 12. 
J,b2 g6 13.4id5± (followed by an 
exchange on f6) and he will have 
to fight long and hard for a draw 
in this endgame, Megaranto - 
Ziska, Tromsoe 2014. 

8.. .e5 9.®d3 ke7 (9...@c7 10. 
b3 - see 8...®c7) 10.0-0 ®f6 11. 
ig5 ie6 12.b3 ©d7 (or 12...0-0 
13.Sfdl± Meneses Gonzalez - Ca¬ 
brera Trujillo, Tenerife 2013) 13. 
&xe7 Wxe7 14.Sfdl §c6, Zhao - 
Xiu, Beijing 2012. Now, White 
has the resource 15.©el!? 0-0 16. 
©c2 ©c5 I7.®d2±, followed by 
£sc2-e3, establishing rock-solid 
control over the key d5-square. 
Black’s pieces are squeezed with 
the protection of his weak d6- 
pawn. 


9.b3 e5 10.®d3b5 

Black is trying to organise 
counterplay, exploiting the de¬ 
fencelessness of White’s k night 
on c3. 

Il.&d5 



White removes his knight with 
tempo under the x-rays of the en¬ 
emy pieces. 

11.. .ffc5 

11.. .@c6 12.£)d2. White de¬ 
fends his c4-pawn and now Black 
is incapable of compromising his 
opponent’s queenside pawn- 
structure. 12 ...®e7 13.£se3 4ig6, 
Nakar - Chandra, Pardubice 
2014. Here, White had to restrict 
the mobility of the enemy knight 
with the move 14.g3!?± 

After 11...©b7, Alavkin - Isa- 
jevsky, Kazan 2012, it seems very 
good for White to choose 12.a4!?±, 
after which the game is opened on 
the queenside and this is in his fa¬ 
vour, because his pieces are better 
mobilised. 

12.. 1.3 bxc4 
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Kochetkova - Cernousek, 
Banska Stiavnica 2013. Black has 
an extra pawn indeed, but his de¬ 
fence is very difficult due to his 
great lag in development. 



13.®dl!? 

This is White’s most precise 
move. 

13...®a5+ 14.£id2 c3 

Black should better give up the 
pawn, because after the greedy 
line: 14...cxb3 15.axb3 ®b5 16. 
£)b6, he can hardly neutralise 
White’s increasing activity on the 
queenside. 16...Sc3 17.£sxd7 &xd7 
18.£ic4 ®xb3 19.£ixe5+ *e8 20. 
®f3 ®xdl+ 21.*xdl £if6 22.Sxa6 
©xe4 23.8el±. Black is unlikely to 
manage to develop his kingside 
pieces without material losses in 
this endgame. 

15.£ic4 c2+ 16.£)xa5 cxdl®+ 
17.Sxdl± 

(diagram) 

He has a pair of bishops, but 
Black’s position is worse. His 
pawns on a6 and d6 are very weak 
and his pieces are not developed. 



It is also good for White to 
choose here 17.4xdl!?±, covering 
the c2-square against the pene¬ 
tration of Black’s rook. 


B3) 7...e5 

Black prepares the develop¬ 
ment of his bishop and ousts with 
tempo the enemy queen from its 
active position. He weakens how¬ 
ever, the d5-square and the d6- 
pawn in the process... 

8.®d3 



Now, Black has a choice: B3a) 
8...h6, or B3b) 8...b5. 

About 8...Sc8 9.<£c3 - see var¬ 
iation B2. 
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After the premature line: 8... 
€jf6 9.Jkg5±, the pin of the knight 
will be very unpleasant for Black. 

The aggressive move 8...f5, af¬ 
ter 9.£ic3 ©f6, Ni Hua - Dzhu- 
maev, New Delhi 2011,10.Jig5!?±, 
would lead to a position in which 
White would manage to hold the 
key squares in the centre - e4 and 
d5 thanks to his superior develop¬ 
ment. 


B3a) 8...h6 

Before playing ©f6, it is useful 
for Black to defend against ilg5. 

9.®c3 ®f6 10.0-0 



10...1e7 

About 10...Sc811.a4 ie712.b3, 
or 10...±c6 ll.a4 Ae7 12ite3 - see 

10...£e7. 

Following 10...©b8, White ob¬ 
tains an excellent game, transfer¬ 
ring his bishop to a3 in order to 
exert pressure against the weak 
enemy d6-pawn. He must defend 
against the pawn-advance b7-b5 


before that, though... 11.a4 M.e7 

12. b3 0-0 13.ia3 §e8 14.Sfdl± 
Roiz - Ris, Hoogeveen 2014. 

10..Jfc7 ll.b3 ie7 12.a4 ig4 

13. h3 ie6 14.ie3 0-0 15.®h4. 
White is preparing the transfer of 
his knight to the f5-square, which 
would be very unpleasant for 
Black. 15...Sfe8 16.®f5 if8. He 
cannot exchange on f5, because 
the trade of his bishop on e6 
would lead to the considerable 
weakening of the light squares in 
his camp. 17.Sfdl b6 18.3acl±. 
White’s pieces are obviously more 
actively deployed, Stojanovic - 
Damljanovic, Cetinje 2012. 


11.a4 

He prevents the move b7-b5. 



11 ... 0-0 

ll...!c6 12.ie3 0-0 13.a5. 
White occupies space on the queen- 
side. 13...®xe4. Black is trying to 
solve strategic problems in a tacti¬ 
cal way (13...®d7 14.Sfdl± Chak- 
kravarthy - Karthikeyan, Mum¬ 
bai 2014) 14.£>xe4 f5 15.1b6 ®d7 
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16.Qc5 dxc5 (after 16...1fe8, Jens- 
son - Nagy, Bilbao 2014, it would 
be very strong for White to con¬ 
tinue with 17.£se6!?+ and Black 
would lose after 17...e4?, in view 
of 18.@c3 !f6 19.®fd4+-) 17. 
Sfxd7 ±xd7 18.£ixe5 ie6 19.®g6 
Sfe8 20.4jxe7+ 2xe7 21.b3+ 
Black’s c5-pawn is very weak. 

ll...Sc8 12.b3 ie6 (12...0-0 
13.ia3 gc6 14.gfdl ge8 15.h3± 
Caruana - Varga, Budapest 2005) 
13.ia3 £)d7 14.gfdl £>c5 15.ixc5. 
White is reluctant to lose time to 
retreat his queen. 15...gxc5 16. 
©d2 0-0 17.5jfl f5 18.exf5 ±xf5 
19.ffie2 gc8 20.£ig3 ie6 21.©d5 
gf7 22.£se4 M8 23.ga2 *h8 24. 
gad2±. White’s knights are de¬ 
ployed in the centre of the board 
and they are obviously superior to 
Black’s bishops, Mikrut - Dra- 
gun, Gorzow 2014. 

The move ll...b6 leads to a 
passive position for Black. 12.b3. 
White is preparing the deploy¬ 
ment of his bishop on a3. 12,..ga7 
(12...±c6 13.±a3 ga7 14.gfdl. Af¬ 
ter this move, White not only in¬ 
creases his pressure against the 
weak enemy d6-pawn, but also 
frees a square for his knight, 
which is ready to go along the 
route d2-fl-e3. 14...gd7 15.®d2 
0-0 16.£>fl± Petr - Duda, Czech 
Republic 2013. The weak d6- 
pawn dooms Black to a long and 
laborious defence.) 13.gdl Jic814. 
ila3 gd715.£)d2. White begins the 
transfer of his knight to the d5- 


square. 15...0-0 16.&fl Jtb7 17. 
®e3. Black has managed to cover 
his weakness on d6; nevertheless, 
he will be faced with a very diffi¬ 
cult defence, 17...ge8 18.®cd5 
&xd519.Cixd5 Jtxd5. Black cannot 
put up for long with the enemy 
knight in the centre of the board. 
20.«xd5 ®a8 21.®xa8 gxa8 22. 
gd5±. White’s bishop is obviously 
stronger than its opponent, Ti- 
viakov - Anand, Germany 2012. 
Vishy Anand is a great master of 
defending, but even he failed to 
make a draw in this position. 



12.3el 

White ensures additional pro¬ 
tection of his e4-pawn. If he wish¬ 
es to develop his bishop on a3, he 
needs this prophylactic. 

After the premature move 
12.b3, Black has the powerful re¬ 
source 12...b5«2 

12...Sc8 13.b3 Ae6 14.1a3 
£)h5 

Naturally, Black cannot play 

14...@b6?, due to 15.£ixe5± Zeto- 
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cha - Grigore, Baile Tusnad 2000. 

15.§adl ®f4 16.@e3± Ora- 
tovsky - Videki, Switzerland 1994. 



Black can hardly organise ef¬ 
fective active counterplay on the 
kingside, because his pieces are 
squeezed with the protection of 
his d6-pawn. 


B3b) 8...b5 



This move has become popu¬ 
lar lately and is more energetic 
than 8...h6. Black is not waiting 
for his opponent to develop his 
pieces and squeeze him in a posi¬ 
tional bind and begins immediate 


active actions on the queenside. 

9. £ic3 bxc4 

It seems less energetic for 
Black to opt for 9...Sb8 10.0-0 
h6, Rapport - Nepomniachtchi, 
Biel 2013, ll.Sdl!?± 

Or 9...«b8 10.0-0 h6 11.b3 
&f6 12.a4 b4 13.£id5 £ixd5, Del¬ 
gado - Mareco, Registro 2013, 
14.cxd5!? Ie715.ie3 0-016.4jd2±, 
followed by Sfl-cl, Sd2-c4-a5-c6 
and White will create a powerful 
outpost on the open file. 

9...@b6 10.0-0 bxc4 ll.ffxc4 
Sc8 12.@b3 ®xb3 13.axb3 Sc6, 
Espiritu - Ju, Tagaytay City 2013, 
14.5jd2!?± - There has arisen a 
very complicated endgame in 
which White’s prospects seem 
preferable, since he will have the 
possibility to exert pressure 
against Black’s weak pawns on 
the a and d-files. 

10. @xc4 

Black has exchanged the c4- 
pawn, weakening White’s control 
over the key d5-square. 
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10.. .1.6 

About 10...®c8 ll.@d3 ±e6 
12.b3, or ll...h6 12.0-0 ie6 13. 
b3, or 12..7M6 13.1e3 ie6 14.b3 
- see 10...i.e6. 

The move 10....ie7 leads to a 
bad position for Black. 11.0-0 
@c8 12,@d3 @b7 13.Sdl ib5 14. 
©xb5 axb5 15.Jig5! J,xg5 16. 
®xg5± and after the exchange of 
the bishop on e7, his difficulties, 
connected with the protection of 
his d6-pawn, will become much 
greater, Laznicka - A.Zhigalko, 
Legnica 2013. 

10.. .h6 ll.<&d5 lfc8 (after 11... 
Sc8 12.@xa6±, Black has no com¬ 
pensation for the pawn) 12.£ic7+! 
White sacrifices the knight and 
begins a direct onslaught against 
the enemy monarch. 12...&d8 13. 
@xf7 *xc7 14.ie3 £ie7 15.§cl+ 
<Sc6 16.§xc6+! &xc6 17.0-0 *b7 
18.4;xe5! Odeev - Rasulov, Izmir 
2013. Black has a great material 
advantage, but his defence is very 
problematic, because his pieces 
are not developed yet. For exam¬ 
ple: 18...dxe5 19.gdl *c7 20.Scl+ 
*d6 21.ic5+ ©xc5 22.Sxc5 *xc5 
23.@d5+ *b6 24.®xa8± and he 
cannot coordinate the actions of 
his pieces without material losses. 

10.. .£if6 ll.!g5. White is pre¬ 
paring the trade of an important 
defender of the key d5-square 
for similar positions. W...ke7 12. 
0-0 0-0 13.ixf6 !xf6 14.Sfdl 


©b8 15.b3 ac8 16.@d3 ie6 17. 
®d5±, followed by £T3-d2-c4, af¬ 
ter which White’s knights will oc¬ 
cupy powerful key squares and 
will be much superior to Black’s 
bishops. 

Il.»d3 h6 

Before playing £>f6, Black pre¬ 
vents the move Jkg5. 

Or ll...®c8 12.b3 h6 13.0-0 
£f614.ie3 ie715.£d2 0-0, Spa- 
sov - Ashwin, Varna 2013, 16. 
gfdl!? Sb7 17.£c4i, followed by 
5ic4-b6-d5. 

12.0-0 &f6 13.3dl le7 

White’s main problem in simi¬ 
lar positions is to activate his 
knight on f3, which is severely re¬ 
stricted by Black’s pawns. 



14.ftel!? 

White is transferring his 
knight to the e3-square. 

14...0-0 15.£)c2 ©b6 

The character of the position 
remains more or less the same af- 
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ter 15...@b8 16.&e3 Sc8, Munoz 
Pantoja - Kulaots, Barcelona 
2013, 17.b3!? @b718.&b2± 

16. £ie3 Sfc8 

16.. .sac8, Cornette - Dorf- 
man, Nimes 2014,17.b3!?± 

17. b3 a5 18.id2 

White is preparing the transfer 
of his bishop to f2, since it will be 
very active on this square. 

18.. .5fa6 19.!el ®d7 20.f3± 
- He maintains a stable advan¬ 
tage, because Black cannot com¬ 
pensate the vulnerability of the 
d5-square, Carlsen - Anand, Sta¬ 
vanger 2013. 


B4) 7...<&f6 

This is a very reliable move. 
Black wishes at first to develop his 
kingside. 

8.1g5!? 



This is a practical decision, 
which reduces Black’s possibili¬ 
ties. Now, he cannot develop his 
bishop on the g7-square. 


8...e6 

About 8..Ac6 9.©c3 e6 10. 
0-0 - see 8...e6. 

Following 8...Sc8 9.0-0 ffc7 
10.b3 Hc5, Wenzel - Vachal, Bay¬ 
ern 2002, White should better 
avoid the trade of the queens, be¬ 
cause Black lags considerably in 
development. Il.@d3!?± 

8 ...ikg4 9.©c3 h6, Gledura - 
Nguyen Huynh, Budapest 2013 
(9...®d7 10.£)d2 &e5 ll.®d5+ 
White’s knight, deployed in the 
centre of the board, exerts power¬ 
ful pressure against Black’s posi¬ 
tion, Bisby - Arnold, Caleta 2012.) 
10.±xf6!? gxf6 llJfd3±. White 
has a much better pawn-structure 
and perfectly developed pieces. 

9.£lc3 ke7 

About 9...1.C6 10.0-0 ke7 11. 
@d3 - see 9...ie7. 

10.0-0 
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Following 10...h6, Dimitrov - 
Teuschler, Lienz 2011, the sim¬ 
plest reaction for White would be 

ll..ixf6!? i:xf6. Black sacrifices a 
pawn, but preserves the elasticity 
of his pawn-structure (ll...gxf6 
12.Sacl±). 12.®xd6 ic6 13.@xd8+ 
§xd8 14.e5 ±e7 15.§fdl± Black’s 
bishops are very active, but this 
does not compensate fully his sac¬ 
rificed pawn. 

10...0-0 ll.±xf6 gxf6 12.a4 
@c7 13.§adl±. Black’s monarch 
may turn out to be vulnerable in 
the forthcoming battle, Sedina - 
Kudryavtsev, Lugano 2011 

Following 10...©c7, it seems 
very good for White to choose 11. 
sfdli and it would be bad for 
Black to reply with 11...0-0? Bozi- 
novic - Genser, Hartberg 2004, 
due to 12.Jixf6! gxf6 (12...Jbtf6 
13.e5±) 13.c5!± and White wins a 
pawn. 

Il.@d3 


White’s queen frees a square 
for his knight. 

11.. .0-0 12.£d4 Sc8 13.b3 
@c7 14.®xc6 

Black is deprived of his two- 
bishop advantage. 

14.. .©xc6 

After 14...bxc6 15.Sfel±, White 
has more space and can manoeu¬ 
vre his pieces much more easily. 



15.Sacl h6, Carlsen - Anand, 
Chennai 2013, 16.!f4!? §fd8 
17.Sfdl±. Black’s position is solid 
but very passive, since his pieces 
are squeezed with the protection 
of his weak d6-pawn. 


Conclusion 

We have just completed the analysis of the variation 3...©d7 4.d4, 
in which Black refrains from the move 4...©f6. 

There arise complicated positions on the board in which White can 
fight successfully for the opening advantage. He exploits Black’s some¬ 
what slow play and manages to advance c2-c4, increasing his control 
over the central squares. It is also worth mentioning that White has a 
lead in development. 
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l.e4 c5 2.&f3 d6 3.1b5+ £d7 4.d4 
£)gf6 



Black wishes to provoke the 
move ®c3 in order to deprive his 
opponent of the possibility to ad¬ 
vance c2-c4. 

One of the defects of 4...®f6 is 
the fact that now, Black must con¬ 
sider the pawn-break e4-e5. 

5.£ic3!? 

White relies o n the fastest pos¬ 
sible mobilization of his pieces. 

He often plays 5.0-0 too. After 
this move, White preserves the 
possibility to push c2-c4, but his 
last move does not seem so ener¬ 
getic as 5.£>c3. 5...cxd4 6.@xd4 
g6!? This is an interesting plan. 
Black wishes to develop his bish¬ 
op on g7 in order to exploit the 
exposed position of White’s queen 


on d4.7.e5 dxe5 8.®xe5 ±g7 9.8el 
e6 10.Wd6 a6 11.Ml M8 12.W4 
kg7 13.@d6 M8. The opponents 
agreed to a draw here in the game 
Rublevsky - Khalifman, Kazan 
2005. 

Now Black has a choice. He 
can play A) 5...a6 or give up the 
centre immediately with B) 5... 
cxd4. 

It is bad for him to opt for 5... 
g6, due to 6.dxc5 dxc5 7.e5± 

A) 5...a6 6.&xd7+ 



6...£sxd7 

Now Black must capture with 
his knight in order to deprive his 
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2.&/3 c/6 3.165+ &d74.d4 &gf6 5.foc3 a6 6.kxd7+ foxd7 7.0-0 


opponent o f the possibility to play 
e4-e5. 

6.. .±xd7?! 7.dxc5! dxc5 8.e5± 

6.. .@xd7?! 7.dxc5 dxc5 8. 
Hxd7+ £sxd7 9.!f4 e6 10.a4 ie7 
ll.&d2± (followed by ©c4). Black 
will have to fight long and hard 
for a draw in this endgame, Van 
der Wiel - Kupreichik, Leeuwar- 
den 1993. 


7.0-0 



We will deal in details with 
Al) 7...cxd4 and A2) 7...e6, 

Black ends up in a passive po¬ 
sition after 7...b5 8.dxc5 dxc5 9. 
He2 e6 10Jf4 le7 USadli. White 
has a clear-cut plan for actions 
connected with e4-e5, ©c3-e4-d6, 
while Black has no active counter¬ 
play at all, Belkhodia - Adly, 
Dubai 2005. 

7...b6 8.e5. White wishes to 
open the position as quickly as 
possible in order to exploit his 
lead in development. 8 ...e6 9.dxc5 


(following 9.<5jg5 cxd4 10.@f3 
£>xe5 ll.@xa8 dxc3oo, Black has 
good compensation for the ex¬ 
change, Kornev - Olenin, Tula 
2003) 9...dxc5 10.®g5!? White 
sacrifices temporarily a pawn and 
enters a better endgame. 10... 
£sxe5 ll.@xd8+ *xd8 12.M4 h6 
13.3adl+ Ae8 14.iixe5 hxg5 15. 
©a4! Sa7 16.4ixb6±. His superior 
pawn-structure provides him 
with a stable advantage. 

7...g6 8.dxc5 dxc5 (8...©xc5 
9.@d4!? e5 10.@b4±. Black’s d6- 
pawn is weak and White has ob¬ 
tained the excellent d5-square for 
his knight, Latorre - Kropff, 
Asuncion 2006.) 9.M4 .kg? 10. 
@d2. Black’s fianchettoed bishop 
on g7 is very powerful, so White is 
preparing its exchange. 10...0-0 
ll.gfdl b5 12.ih6 b4 13.ixg7 
&xg7 14.®d5 a5 15.a3±. Black’s 
queenside pawns are too far ad¬ 
vanced and may create great 
problems for him in the future, 
Southwell - Cherner, ICCF 2005. 


Al) 7...cxd4 

Black gives up the centre. Lat¬ 
er, he will try to develop quickly 
his kingside pieces. If he manages 
to do that without any positional 
concessions, then he will obtain a 
very good position thanks to his 
bishop-pair. 

8.©xd4 

(diagram) 

White’s queen will exert pres¬ 
sure against the enemy g7-pawn 
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from this square and will impede 
the development of the bishop on 
f8. 

8...e6 

It may be interesting for Black 
to try the following line, despite 
its being insufficient to equalise: 

8...e5 9.©d3 ®c5 10.@e2 M7 11. 
©d5. White’s knight will be very 
strong on this square. 11....4e7 12. 
Ie3 Sc8 13x4 0-0 14.b4. He 
ousts the enemy knight to the 
edge of the board. 14...via4 15. 
Sfdl We8 16.2acli De Mauro - 
Maliangkay, ICCF 2006 White 
maintains much better prospects 
thanks to his powerful knight in 
the centre of the board. 

He has an edge in the endgame 
after 8...Wb6 9.i,e3 ©xd4 10.Jlxd4 
e6 11.a4 f6 12.£id2±, followed bv 
©c4, exerting pressure against 
the weak enemy d6-pawn, Ro- 
zentalis - Kempinski, Zakopane 
2000. 

9.Sdl 

White increases his pressure 
on the d-file. 


9...«b6 

jt would be bad for Black to 
opt for 9...©c7?!, due to 10.i,f4! e5 
11.51 d5 ©b8 12.V'fc3 exf4 13.-T,c7+ 
Ad8 14.4-ig5 5 jc 5 15.5:xa8 f6 16. 
£ib6+- and White has an extra 
exchange and an attack, Raidna - 
Wolff, IECG 2001. 

After 9...f6, White has the 
powerful resource 10.V?a4!?, pin¬ 
ning the enemy knight and threat¬ 
ening 4 d4. Black will have prob¬ 
lems with the protection of his 
weakened e6-pawn. 10...447 11. 
Wa3 thb6 12.¥?b3 ©c7 13."d4 5:d7 
14.a4 ie7 15.ie3 2d8 16.a5± 
Koch - Simmelink, IECG 2006. 
White’s pieces have occupied very 
active positions, while Black will 
have difficulties to complete the 
development of his queenside 
pieces. 

10.ffd3 



10...£e7 

After 10...Slc5 ll.Wc4 k.e7 
12.a4 0-0 13.a5 ©c6 I4.1e3±, 
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White’s pieces exert powerful 
pressure against the enemy posi¬ 
tion, Pfretzschner - Maliangkay, 
ICCF 1999. 

11.a4 

He occupies space on the 
queenside. 

11.. .©c7 12.a5 0-0 13.M4 

White increases his pressure 
against the d6-pawn. 

13.. .®c5 14.@d4 



14.. .§d8 

After 14...e5 15.©d5 ffd8 16. 
®xe5 dxe5 17.jaxe5 Ag4 18.f3 5ie6 
19.@c3 ih5 20.©xe7+ ffxe7 21. 
id6 ®d8 22,ixf8 ©xf8 23.©e5± 
White has a rook and two pawns 
for two minor pieces. Black’s 
bishop on h5 is passive, because it 
is severely restricted by the pawns 
on f3 and e4. 

15.!g3 ®c6 16.e5 

He begins active actions on the 
dark squares. 

16.. .d5 17.ih4 

The trade of the bishops will 
be in favour of White, since this 


will lead to the weakening of the 
dark squares in Black’s camp. 

17...±xh4 18.@xh4 ld7 

19.Sd4± Cilento - Jordan, ICCF 
1999. 



There has arisen a position re¬ 
sembling the French Defence in 
which White has very good at¬ 
tacking prospects, while Black 
will hardly find any useful appli¬ 
cation of his “bad” light-squared 
bishop. 

A2) 7...e6 8.1g5 

White develops his bishop 
with tempo. 



8...©c7 
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About 8...«a5 9.dxc5 @xc5 
lO.Sel - see 8...®c7. 

8.. .@b6. Black counter attacks 
the b2-pawn, but White should 
not be afraid of this. 9.d5!? @xb2 
10.dxe6 fxe6 ll.®d3^ - He has a 
great lead in development and 
the possibility to attack the ene¬ 
my king, stranded in the centre. 
All this compensates with an in¬ 
terest his minimal material defi¬ 
cit. 

Black’s position is very passive 
following 8...ke7 and although he 
will complete his development 
without problems after this move, 
he will be deprived of his main 
trump - the two-bishop advan¬ 
tage. 9Axe7 Wxe7 10.dxc5 dxc5 
(10...£ixc5?! 11.b4 ©d7 12.®d4 
0-0 13.Bfdl± N.To - Kozlitin, Bu¬ 
dapest 2013) 11.a4 b6, Rozentalis 
- Damaso, Dresden 2008, 12. 
Qd2!? 0-0 13.€ic4± - White’s 
knight will be very powerful on 
this square. It will control the 
weak d6-square and also will ex¬ 
ert pressure against Black’s weak 
b6-pawn. 

8.. .f6 9.1f4 


IEZUW+& 1 

a a 

AO A A* V 

0' & p'i w 


9.. .b5 10.dxc5 dxc5 ll.e5± - 
The position is opened, which is 
in favour of White, because he has 
a great lead in development, Ko- 
pelevich - Nopin, ICCF 2007. 

9.. „ie7 10.dxc5 dxc5 ll.a4 £jf8 
12.®e2 ®g6 13.ig3 0-0 14.gfdl 
@e8 15.£)d2±, followed by Qd2- 
c4-b6(d6). Black will have great 
problems to neutralise his oppo¬ 
nent’s pressure, Wunderlich - 
Boger, Switzerland 2002. 

9.. .cxd4 10.©xd4 4lb6 11. 
£)de2± Shaposhnikov - Tsesh- 
kovsky, Kazan 2005. White pre¬ 
serves a slight edge thanks to his 
pressure against the d6-pawn. He 
will follow with b2-b3 (preventing 
©b6-c4), ifdl-d2, Bfl-dl. 



9.dxc5!? 

This is a very energetic move. 
White leads in development and 
is trying to open the position. 

His other possible plan is to 
occupy space with 9.d5, while af¬ 
ter 9...e5, there arises a position, 
which is more typical for the 
Closed openings. 10.a4 h6 11.^.h4 
g6 12.&d2 ig7 13.£lc4 &b6 14. 
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©e3. White avoids the exchange 
of the knight, quite justifiably so, 
since Black’s position is cramped. 
(It would be also interesting for 
him to try with the same idea 14. 
©a3±, moreover that the move 
sets a trap. The natural response 
for Black 14...0-0? loses because 
of 15.a5 ©d7 16.1e7! @xa5 17.©c4 
@c7 18.©xd6 Sd8 19.©cb5 1-0 
Kornev - Vorobiov, Tula 2002.) 

14...0-0 15.a5 ©d7 16.@d3± - It 
would be very difficult for Black 
to advance f7-f5 now and without 
this he will fail to organise coun¬ 
terplay on the kingside, Topalov 
- Karjakin, Dubai 2002. 

9.. .©xc5 

This is Black’s most natural 
move. 

9.. .dxc5 10.®d2 f6 ll.if4 @c6 
12.Sadi b5 13.Sfel ib7 14.©d5 
0-0-0 15.c4±. White’s knight has 
occupied a dominating position 
on the d5-square and Black’s at¬ 
tempt to capture it immediately 
loses after 15...exd5? 16.exd5 Wb6 
17.Se6 bxc4 18.Sxb6 ©xb6 19.'Sa5 
id6 20.@xb6 ixf4 21.d6+- Tou- 
fighi - Adly, Dubai 2007. 

9.. .1.xc5 lO.Sel h6 ll.ie3 ®a5 
(It would be worse for Black to 
play here ll...®c7, because his 
queen would come under attack 
on this square after ©c3-d5. 12. 
id4 b6 13.©d5! ©b7 14.@e2 exd5 
15.exd5+ *d8 16.@e8+ *c7 17. 
®xf7 'TbS 18.Se8±. White has two 
pawns and a powerful attack for 


the sacrificed piece, while Black’s 
pieces are discoordinated and he 
will hardly manage to bring his 
rook on h8 into the actions any 
time soon, Kir.Georgiev - Kotro- 
nias, Xanthi 1991.) 12,©d4. From 
this square White’s queen will ex¬ 
ert pressure against Black’s g7- 
pawn, impeding the development 
of the bishop on f8. 12...©e5 13. 
©xe5 dxe5 14.®a4+ ®xa4 15. 
©xa4 jLd7 16.©b6±. White has 
practically an extra pawn on the 
queenside, Collutiis - Solodov- 
nichenko, Napoli 2005. 

lO.Sel 



This is a very useful move, be¬ 
cause now Black must be con¬ 
stantly on the alert about the 
threat ©c3-d5. 

10...f6 

Following 10. ..©d7 (Black 
wishes to transfer his knight to 
the e5-square.) Il.a4 h6 12.±h4 
©e5 13.©xe5 dxe5 14.@h5 Jid7 
15.Sadl±, Black lags in develop¬ 
ment and his defence will be very 
difficult, Graf - Thai, corr. 1996. 


167 




Chapter 13 


His position will be rather un¬ 
pleasant after 10...b5 11.©d5 Sb7 
12.£id4± Ortiz - Daurelle, Inter¬ 
net 2010. White’s minor pieces 
are very active. His knight on d5 is 
untouchable, because Black loses 
after 12...exd5?, due to 13.exd5+ 
4d714.<Sic6 f615.iLd2+- and he is 
defenceless against the threats 
@dl-g4 and Jld2-a5. 

ll.Ad2!? 

White has provoked a weaken¬ 
ing of his opponent’s pawn-struc¬ 
ture and his bishop comes back to 
his own camp. From this square, 
it will support his queenside 
pawn-offensive. 

11.. .b5 

Black fails to equalise after 

ll...Wf7 12.a4 j,e7 13.a5 0-0 14. 
iie3 7id7, Delchev - Jasny, Impe- 
ria 2002, 15.Qd2± (followed by 
?lc4) and he has again problems 
with the protection of his d6- 
pawn. 



12.b4 

White ousts the enemy knight 
from its active position and be¬ 


gins active actions on the queen- 
side. 

12...£)d7 13.a4 bxa4 14. 

©xa4 iLe7 

Following 14...e5, A.Ivanov - 
Browne, Philadelphia 1993, White 
can play immediately 15.c4!?±, af¬ 
ter which it would be very risky 
for Black to opt for 15...®xc4?! 
due to 16.Bel @f717.Bc7. The pen¬ 
etration of White’s rook to the pe¬ 
nultimate rank will be very un¬ 
pleasant for Black. 17..Ae7 18.Scl 
0-0 19.@c6 Bb8 20.ie3 f5 21.£c3 
ftf6 22.ia7 Ad7 23.Bxd7 ©xd7 
24.1fxd7± White’s two minor 
pieces seem to be stronger than 
Black’s rook and pawns. 

15.c4 



White’s future plan is connect¬ 
ed with the pawn-advance c4-c5. 

15...0-0 

Naturally, he cannot continue 
with 15...®xc4? 16.Eel Sb5 17. 
&d4 ®d3 18.£ixe6+- 

16.Se2 Be8 17.gecl Sb8 
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I.e4 c52 .©/3 d63.kb5+ fod74.d4 ©fii/65.©c3 cd6.f!xd4 


18.£id4 if8 19.c5! &e5 20.h3± 

Sheppard - Markoja, ICCF 2012. 
Black’s two-bishop advantage is 
absolutely immaterial. White’s 
pieces are very active and well co¬ 
ordinated. His powerful c5-pawn 
provides him with long term ini¬ 
tiative. 


B) 5...cxd4 6.@xd4 



We will analyse now: Bl) 6... 
g6, B2) 6...e6, B3) 6...a6 and 
B4) 6...e5. 

Following 6...h6 7.e5 (It is also 
good for White to play 7.jLe3 e5 
8.Bd3 - see variation B4b) 7... 
dxe5 8.<£sxe5 a6 9.Jtxd7+ &xd7, 
Prie - Dorfman, Hilversum 1993, 
10.Ae3±, he has a very active 
piece-play. Black’s lag in develop¬ 
ment hurts him a lot. 


Bl) 6...g6 

This is not a good move. Black 
wishes to develop his bishop to 
g7, but does not prevent e4-e5. 
7.ig5ig7 8.0-0-0 



White has completed his de¬ 
velopment and is perfectly pre¬ 
pared to advance e4-e5. 

8 ... 0-0 

Black’s situation is not any 
better after 8...h6 9.:i,xf6 jkxf6 10. 
e5 ikg7 11.W4. He will have to sac¬ 
rifice a pawn now, in order to get 
rid of the pin of his knight and his 
compensation will be insufficient. 
11...0-0 12.exd6 ®b6 13.d7 ixd7 
14.1xd7 &xd7 15.1Sa4 ixc3 16. 
Sxd7 Sa5 17.®xa5 ixa5 18.Sxe7+ 
Manik - Likavsky, Slovakia 1999. 

9.e5 dxe5 10.©xe5 @a5 

10...@c7 11.5jxd7 ®xd7 12.©d5 
®a5 13.©a4 ffxa4 14.ixa4 ©c5 
Glek - Zakhartsov, Moscow 2014, 
15.ib5!? Ae6 16.ixe7 Sfc8 17. 
iLg5± Black has no compensation 
for his material deficit. 

(diagram) 

ll.£sc4! 

This is the best move for 
White! 

His attempt to win a piece with 
11.5j.xd7 i,xd7 12.i2.xf6 i.xf6 13. 


169 









Chapter 13 



®xd7, Radulov - Ljubojevic, Poi- 
ana Brasov 1973, leads by force to 
a perpetual check after 13...2fd8 

14. @xb7 iixc3 15.Bxd8+ Hxd 8 16. 
bxc3 ®xc317.*bl®b4= 

ll...®c7 

Following ll...Bb4 12.Bhel e 6 

13.®h4±, White’s piece-activity 
increases with every move, Ga- 
mazo - Lehnberger, IECG 2007. 

12.2hel ®xh2 

Black is going to suffer any¬ 
way, so he should better capture a 
pawn. 

He loses after 12...a6, in view 
of 13.±xd7 &xd7 14.®d5 ®xh2 

15. £ixe7+ ' 2 ?h 8 16.®e3 @c7 17. 
Bhl+- Khamatgaleev - Solodov- 
nichenko, Decin 1998. 

13.2xe7®xg2 

Following 13...£ih5, Kinder- 
mann - Tischbierek, Germany 
2002 , it would be very good for 
White to choose 14.Bd2!?±, pre¬ 
serving numerous threats. 


After 13...a6 I4.i;xd7 ©xd7 15. 
®e3±, Black will hardly manage 
to complete the development of 
his queenside pieces without ma¬ 
terial losses, Sharif - Mantovani, 
Aosta 1988. 

14. ®h4 h6 

Black goes for a counter sacri¬ 
fice of a pawn in order to decrease 
the activity of his opponent’s piec¬ 
es. 

15. !xh6 @g4 



16.®h2! 

Naturally, White avoids the 
exchange of pieces. 

16...®b6 

Following 16. ..©c5 17.Jtxg7 
&xg7 18.©e3 ®h5, Timman - 
Lautier, Wijk aan Zee 1997, he 
can postpone the creation of 
threats against Black’s king and 
try to exploit the misplacement of 
his knight on c5 with 19.®d6!? 
Jtg4 20.£ixg4 £>xg4 21.b4 ©a 6 
22.§xb7+- 

17.1xg7 *xg7 18.$je5 ®h3, 
Spasov - Nikolov, Bankia 2011, 
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19.@f4± - Black can hardly suc¬ 
ceed in defending against White’s 
numerous threats. 


B2) 6...e6 



This is not an active move for 
Black after which White has a 
clear-cut plan for the improve¬ 
ment of his position: iLg5, 0-0-0 
and the advance e4-e5 (either im¬ 
mediately, or after the prelimi¬ 
nary move Shl-el). 

7.1g5 a6 

Black provokes the trade of the 
active enemy bishop. 

About 7...ke7 8.0-0-0 0-0 
(8...a6 9.itxd7+ ±xd7 10.e5 - see 
7...a6; following 8...h6 9.1.xf6 
gxf6, Vlashki - Gabuzyan, Albena 
2012, White can transfer quite ef¬ 
fectively his knight to the c4-out- 
post with the idea to increase his 
pressure against the weak enemy 
d6-pawn: 10.®d2!? a6 ll.ii,xd7+ 
ixd7 12.®c4±) 9.h4 ®a5, G.Kuz- 
min - Kupreichik, Leningrad 
1974 (after 9...£sc5, it would be 
very strong for White to continue 


with 10.ilxf6 gxf6 ll.g4-> and he 
would be obviously faster than his 
opponent in a position with at¬ 
tacks on the opposite sides of 
the board, Diesen - Kir.Georgiev, 
Groningen 1977). Here, White 
could have emphasized the de¬ 
fects of the seemingly active 
placement of the enemy queen on 
a5 by transferring with tempo his 
knight to the c4-square - 10. 
<§hd2!± 

8.!xd7+ !xd7 9.0—0—0 



9...±e7 

It is obviously bad for Black to 
play 9...1.C6?!, because after 10. 
e5, his position crumbles. 10... 
dxe5 (10...!xf3 ll.gxf3 @a5 12. 
kxf6 gxf6 13.exd6 @e5, Quillan - 
Sherzer, Prestwich 1990, 14,@b6 
lh6+ 15.&bl 0-0 16.d7+-) 11. 
@xe5 ®e7 12.&d4 h6 13.&xc6 
bxc6 14.£ie4. White’s knight joins 
into the attack and this is deci¬ 
sive. 14...©g4 15.®g3 ®b4 16.@c7 
1-0 Palac - Cebalo, Bastia 1999. 

The character of the position 
remains more or less the same af- 
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ter 9...h6 10.jkh4 ke7 ll.e5 dxe5 
12.£>xe5 ,4c6 13.4jxc6 bxc6, Let- 
tieri - Krivokapic, Istanbul 2005, 
14Jbd6!? Jtxf6 15.®c5± and there 
arises a position, like in the main 
line, but with the inclusion of the 
move h7-h6. 

10.e5 dxe5 ll.£sxe5 §lc6 



12.£)xc6 

White deprives his opponent 
of his two-bishop advantage and 
creates a weak pawn for him on 
c6. 

12.. .bxc6 13.i,xf6 ibtf6 14. 
«c5 

Black’s castling has been im¬ 
peded. 

14.. .@c7 15.fte4 ®f4+ 16. 
£\d2 Sc8 17.g3 «b8 18.&c4 
&e7 19.£id6+ Axd6 20.Sxd6 
®b5, Schirmer - Zillich, Internet 
2004, 21.®c3!? 0-0 22.Shdl±. 
Black will have to fight long and 
hard for a draw in this endgame 
with only major pieces. His 
queenside pawns have been weak¬ 
ened and the opened d-file is 
completely in White’s hands. 


B3) 6...a6 



Black is trying to obtain imme¬ 
diately the two-bishop advantage. 
7.!xd7+ !xd7 

About 7...£ixd7 8.0-0 - see 
variation Al. 


8.!g5 



8...h6 

Black would not mind the dou¬ 
bling of his pawns on the f-file, 
because his d6 and f6-pawns will 
cover reliably the e5-square. 

About 8...e6 9.0-0-0 - see 
variation B2. 
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8...§c8 9.0-0-0 h6 (9...e5 
10.Sd3 - see 8...e5) 10 Jbtf6 gxf6 
ll.£id5 - see 8...h6. 


8...e5 9.@d3 



9.. .1c6 10.0-0 h6 U.ixf6 
@xf6, Petrik - Meszaros, Banska 
Stiavnica 2006, 12.£sd2!?±, fol¬ 
lowed by £)c4-b6-d5. 

9.. .1e6 10.0-0 2c8 ll.gfdl h6 
12.ixf6 @xf6 13.£>d2 Sd8 14.ftfl! 
Ic4 15.®d2 Ie7 16.®e3± The 
dominance over the d5-square 
provides White with a stable ad¬ 
vantage, Spasov - Ivanovic, Cet- 
inje 2012. 

9.. .§c8 10.0-0-0 h6 (10...Sxc3 
ll.bxc3 h6 12.ixf6 ©xf6 13.c4± 
Mikheev - Arbakov, Togliatti 2001) 
ll.&xf6 ®xf6, Kholmov - Virov- 
lansky, St Petersburg 1998, 12. 
®d5!? ®e6 13.^bl± Black has the 
two-bishop advantage indeed, but 
the powerful position of White’s 
knight in the centre of the board 
provides him with a stable edge. 

8.. .©a5 9.0-0 

(diagram) 

It is bad for Black to opt for 9... 
e6, due to 10.e5 dxe5 ll.£)xe5± 
and White’s great lead in develop¬ 



ment becomes a very important 
factor, Bojarinov - Golovin, Nizh- 
nij Novgorod 2008. 

9.. .1c6 lO.Sfel e5 ll.ffd2± - 
His further plan for actions is 
connected with an exchange on f6 
and the preparation of the pene¬ 
tration of his knight to the d5- 
square. It provides White with a 
slight but stable advantage, Jo- 
vanovic - Mika, Hungary 2003. 

9.. .1tg4 10.i,xf6 gxf6, Henn - 
Peschel, Wuerzburg 1998, 11. 
ffid3!? It is essential for White not 
to allow the doubling of his pawns. 

Il...§c8 12.£)d4± - His king is saf¬ 
er and this guarantees an edge for 
him. Later, he should better avoid 
the trade of queens, since Black’s 
two bishops might become an im¬ 
portant factor in the endgame. 

The move 8..Ac6 is played 
relatively often by Black. 9.0-0-0 
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9.. .e6?! 10.e5 - see variation B2. 

It is also bad for Black to opt 

for 9...@a5, because on this 
square, his queen will be attacked 
after £>f3-d2-c4. lO.&bl e5 ll.@d3 
ke7, Bressanelli - Gromovs, Lodi 
2005,12.<Sd2!?± 

Following 9...®d7 lO.&bl Sc8 
ll.Shel f6, Sziraki - Popovics, 
Hungary 2003, White should 
choose 12„ie3±, since his bishop 
will be more active on this square 
than on h4. 

9.. .h6 10.1xf6 gxf6 ll.Shel b5 
12.&bl e6 13.©d5± Kramnik - 
Ljubojevic, Monte Carlo 1995. 
Black will have problems to com¬ 
plete the development of his king- 
side pieces. He will lose a pawn if 
he places his bishop on e7, while 
after J2,g7, he will have to consider 
his opponent’s manoeuvre £sf4-h5. 

9.!xf6 gxf6 10.®d5!? 



White impedes his opponent’s 
move e7-e6. 

10.. .5c8 

10.. .1g7 11.0-0-0 0-0, 

Cafferty - Nicholson, Morecambe 


1975 (ll...gc8 12.*bl - see 10... 
Sc8) 12.®e3!?± White has very 
good attacking prospects with 
©d4, ©g3, &f4-h5 and eventually 
his rook may join into the attack 
via the d3-square. 

10...§g8. Black’s counterplay 
against the g2-pawn is not dan¬ 
gerous for White. 11.0-0 kg7 (af¬ 
ter ll...gc8 12.c3 ib5 13.gfel Sc4 
14.@e3±, White’s pieces are much 
more harmoniously deployed, 
Holzschuh - Haensel, Germany 
2006) 12.@e3 Bc8 13.c3 Bc5 14. 
Badl± and in the middle game 
Black will have many problems 
due to his endangered king, Mis- 
chustov - Mandl, Bayern 1995. 

11.0-0-0 



11.. .gg8 

Black wishes to squeeze his 
opponent’s pieces with the pro¬ 
tection of his g2-pawn. 

11.. .e5 12.@d3± 

After ll...gc6 12.&bl ig7 13. 
@e3 e6 14.®d4 Sc5 15.©g3±, 
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Black will hardly manage to neu¬ 
tralise the pressure of his oppo¬ 
nent’s pieces, K.Georgiev - Ber- 
nadskiy, Sunny Beach 2014. 

11.. ..1g712.ghel!? 0-0 13Jfb6 
e6 14.®xd8 §cxd8 15.ftb6 ic6 16. 
©d4±. From this square, White’s 
knight will prevent Black’s freeing 
pawn-advance f6-f5. In the end¬ 
game, despite Black’s two bish¬ 
ops, his prospects will be worse, 
because of his compromised 
pawn-structure and his passive 
bishop on g7. 

11.. .@a5 12.<Sb6 gc5 (Follow¬ 
ing 12...gc6 13.®xd7*xd7 14.*bl 
Jig7 15.e5!±, Black’s king is obvi¬ 
ously misplaced at the centre of 
the board, Vojtek - Pinter, Slova¬ 
kia 2010.) 13.£ixd7 *xd7 14.*bl 
gg815.£>d2 lfc716.1fd3 e6 17.g3 f5 
18.f4 fxe4 19.£>xe4 gf5 20.c4± (fol¬ 
lowed by ghl-el) and due to the 
vulnerability of his d6-pawn, Black 
will hardly manage to evacuate 
his king away from the centre, 
Ulibin - Istratescu, Moscow 1994. 

12.£ih4 



12.. .®a5 

12.. .gc6 13.*bl ®a5 14.g3 ®c5 
15.@d2 h5 16.5jf5 gg4 17.f4± - 
Black’s pieces are not well coordi¬ 
nated, Williams - Tatai, Skopje 
1972. 

13.&bl ®c5 14.ffxc5 gxc5 
15.g3 &g7, Grund - Ruck, Char- 
leville 2000, 16.£se3!? if8 17. 
£ihf5± - White has a superior 
pawn-structure while Black will 
have problems to bring his bishop 
on f8 into the actions. 


B4) 6...e5 

Black prevents radically the 
enemy pawn-advance e4-e5, but 
weakens the d5-square in the pro¬ 
cess. 

7.®d3 



7...h6! 

This is the best. Black does not 
allow Jlcl-g5. 

About 7...a6 8.Jbcd7+ itxd7 9. 
iig5 - see variation B3. 
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7...ie7 8 J,g5 0-0 9Jixd7 



After 9...£>xd7?l 10.ixe7 @xe7 
11.0-0-0 ®f6 12.®xd6 Ifxd6 13. 
Sxd6±, Black has no compensa¬ 
tion for the pawn, Kasparov - 
Svidler, ICC 1998. 

9.. .jLxd7 lOjbdfj iixf6 ll.@xd6 
ic6 (ll...ie6 12.®xd8 2fxd8, 
Shurygin - Solodovnichenko, 
Ceske Budejovice 1998, 13.0-0±) 

12. ®xd8 2fxd8 13.*e2 b5 14.a3 
a5 15.2hdl±. Black’s two powerful 
bishops do not compensate fully 
his missing pawn, Torre - Chris¬ 
tiansen, San Francisco 1991. 

9.. .@xd7 10Jbcf6. White ex¬ 
changes the important defend¬ 
er of the d5-square. 10...1:xf6 11. 
gdl §d8 (ll...®g4 12.0-0 §d8 

13. £>d5± Libiszewski - Ham- 
douchi, Nice 2002) 12.£>d5 ®a4 
13.0-0 ie6 14.b3 ®a5 15.<Sxf6+. 
White trades his powerful knight, 
but weakens the shelter of the en¬ 
emy king. 15...gxf6 16.c4 b5 17. 
cxb5@xa2 18. £>d2±. Black’s game 
is much more difficult, because 
his king needs permanent protec¬ 
tion, Rublevsky - Minasian, Kras¬ 
nodar 1997. 

8.1e3 



White’s next task is to activate 
his knight on f3. It will go either 
to the e3-square (®d2-c4-e3), in¬ 
creasing the control over the stra¬ 
tegically important d5-square, or 
will follow a shorter route - ©h4- 
f5, from where it will exert pres¬ 
sure not only against the enemy 
d6-pawn, but also against Black’s 
kingside. 

Now, Black can determine im¬ 
mediately the placement of 
White’s bishop B4a) 8...a6, or 
choose the more flexible move 

B4b) 8...!e7. 


B4a) 8...a6 9.1c4 

White should better preserve 
his light-squared bishop, since it 
will be very useful in the fight for 
the d5-square. 

On the other hand, he should 
try to give up his dark-squared 
bishop for the enemy knight on d7 
(when Black plays ®b6, or ®c5), 
because after h7-h6 this bishop 
will hardly join in the fight for the 
central squares, since it will not 
have the move i,g5. 
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9.. .b5 

Black continues the chase af¬ 
ter the enemy bishop. 

About 9...±e710.a4 - see vari¬ 
ation B4b. 

9.. .@c7 10.a4 5ic5 ll.jbcc5 
®xc5 12.0-0 ie6 (12...±e7 13. 
ftd5 - see variation B4b) 13.itxe6 
fxe6, Mogranzini - Shytaj, Bratto 
2006,14.a5!? White prepares the 
transfer of his knight to the b6- 
square. 14...1e715.®a4 @b5 (15... 
®xa5? 16.@b3 ®c7 17.@xe6±) 16. 
®b6 Wxd3 17.cxd3± 

10. M5 §b8 

10.. .©xd5 ll.©xd5 J.b7 12.a4 
bxa4 13.Sxa4 ke7 14.0-0± - The 
powerful position of White’s 
knight in the centre of the board, 
as well as Black’s weak pawns on 
a6 and d6, make us evaluate the 
position in favour of White, Ne- 
zad - Shimanov, Moscow 2006. 

11. a4 

White begins active actions on 
the queenside. 


11.. .51xd5 

11.. .@a5, Kayumov - Timofeev, 
Abu Dhabi 2004, 12.1c6!? b4 13. 
£sd5 €jxd5 14.iixd5±, followed by 
®d2-c4, exerting powerful pres¬ 
sure against Black’s position. 

12.®xd5 



12...£sf6 

Black is trying to weaken 
White’s control over the d5- 
square by exchanging the knights. 

13.5} xf 6+ ®xf6 14.axb5 
Sxb5 15.0-0 ke7 16.b3 



16...®g6 

This move is more precise 
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than 16...0-0 17.c4 gb8 18.<&d2, 
for example: 18...§d819.§fdl @e6 
20.f3 g6 21.@c2 Sd7 22.©bl! 
White’s knight is headed for the 
d5-square. 22...Sdb7 23.Sa3 f5 
24.£>c3 f4 25.if2 ±f8 26.©d5 §g7 
27.b4 g5 28.c5± Tal - Ribli, Wijk 
aan Zee 1973. Black’s defence will 
be very difficult, because his 
counterplay on the kingside is ob¬ 
viously too slow. 

17.c4 §b8, Brueckner - La- 
farga, IECG 2003. Here, White 
should have chosen the prophy¬ 
lactic move 18.&hl!?, preventing 
the threat ±c8-h3. 18...0-0 
19.£\d2± - Later, White will try 
to transfer his knight to d5, while 
Black will strive to organise active 
counterplay with the pawn-ad¬ 
vance f7-f5. 


B4b) 8...!e7 



It is better to retreat White’s 
bishop immediately, in order to 
deprive Black of the chance of ad¬ 


vancing a6 and b5 with tempo. 

We will analyse now: B4bl) 

9...0—0 and B4b2) 9...a6. 

After the alternatives for 
Black, White obtains an edge by 
transferring his knight to the f5- 
square. 9...®b8, McDonald - 
Gormally, Hastings 2002, 10. 
0-0!? £ic6 11.a3 0-0 12.£h4±, 
followed by £if5. 

Or 9...<&b6 10.ib3 ie6 11.0-0 
©c7, Voyna - Meyers, ICCF 1995, 
12.®h4!? 51 c4 13.£>f5 ixf5 14. 
±xc4± - White has succeeded in 
exchanging his passive knight, 
consolidating his advantage in the 
process. 

B4bl) 9...0-0 10.0-0 



10.. .6g4 

Black is tiying to trade his op¬ 
ponent’s powerful bishop. Mean¬ 
while, he weakens his control over 
the d5-square. 

10.. .a6 ll.a4 - see variation 

B4b2. 
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The move 10...@c7 seems rath¬ 
er strange without the move a7- 
a6. Il.ftb5!? @b8 (It is just bad 
for Black to choose ll...@c6 12. 
id5 ftc5 13.@c4 ®a6 14.£xc5 
dxc5 15.£>xe5± and he has no 
compensation for the pawn.) 12. 
®h4t (followed by £;h4-f5) and 
White’s pieces are very active. 

10...£)b6 ll.ib3 ke 6 12.<&h4. 
This move looks very strong. Now, 
Black must consider both £T5, as 
well as £sg6. 12...@d7 (Following 

12...Sc8, White’s cavalry becomes 
tremendously active. 13.©g6 §e8 
14ibce6 fxe6 15.®b5 a6 16.®a7! 
§a8 17.@b3± Fecher - Rensen, 
IECG 1998) 13.gadl Sfd8, Mason 
- Edney, ICCF 2010, 14.!xb6!? 
White trades methodically the de¬ 
fenders of the d5-square. 14... 
axb6 15. £45 ±xf5 16.exf5 Sac8 17. 
gfel Sc5 18.£>d5 ®xd5 19.ixd5± 
White’s bishop is obviously much 
more active than its opponent. 

ll.Sfdl 



ll...£)b6 

Or ll...§e8, Saldano Dayer - 


Najer, Linares 2002, 12.a4!? M8 
13.&d2 ®xe3 14.@xe3 ®f6 15.id5 
ig4 16.f3 £xd5 17.ftxd5 ke 6 18. 
£lc4± and the dominance over the 
d5-square provides White with a 
stable advantage. 

12.ib3 £xe3 13.@xe3 «c7, 
Bhend - Korchnoi, Montreux 
1977, 14.a4!? White wishes to 
oust the enemy knight from b6. 

14...ie6 15.®d2 a5 16.ffe2±, 
followed by £4l-e3-d5. 


B4b2) 9...a6 10.a4 

Naturally, White should not 
allow b7-b5. 



We will analyse in details now: 

B4b2a) 10...@c7 and B4b2b) 

10 ... 0 - 0 , 

After 10...£ib6, it would be 
good for White to play ll.®d2!?±, 
so that after the exchange on c4 to 
capture with the knight. 

10...b6. Black prepares the de¬ 
velopment of his bishop to b7. 
This plan has the drawback that 
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the bishop will not control the f5- 
square. 11.0-0 is,b7 12.©h4 g6 
13.®f3 4f8, Djurhuus - Con¬ 
quest, Copenhagen 1988,14.£id2± 
and with the manoeuvre ®f3-h4, 
White has succeeded in weaken¬ 
ing his opponent’s kingside. 

It also seems very good for 
Black to opt here for 10...Sfa5!? 
11.0-0 £>c5 (11...0-0 12.Sfbl - 
see variation B4b2b) 12j,xc5 
@xc5 and with transposition of 
moves, there arises a position 
from the variation with 10...Sc7, 
except that Black has avoided 10... 
®c711.M5. 

B4b2a) 10...®c7 

He is preparing ©c5. 

11.0-0 

White obtains an edge too fol¬ 
lowing ll.i,d5!? £sb6. Black’s po¬ 
sition is without any good pros¬ 
pects (it is preferable for him to 
choose 11...0-0 12.0-0 - see 

10...0-0). 12.!xb6 @xb6 13.£d2 
!e6 14.£\c4 ®d4 15.0-0-0 @xd3 
16.gxd3 0-0-0 17.f3 &c7 18. 
Ehdli - White will have a stable 
advantage in this endgame. After 
the exchange of the minor pieces 
on d5, he will have a “good” knight 
against a “bad” bishop, Zvjagin- 
sev - Kurnosov, Kazan 2005. 

11.. .6C5 

11.. .0-0 12.±d5 - see 10...0-0. 

11.. .ftb6 12.£>d2!?± 


12.1xc5 ®xc5 13.ftd5 



13...£ixd5 

After 13...ie6 14.b4 ®c8, Ma- 
gem Badals - Suba, Barcelona 
2000, it seems very attractive for 
White to continue with 15.£\xe7!? 
&xe7 16.Jxe6 fxe6 17.a5± and 
Black will need too much time to 
evacuate his king away from the 
centre. White’s plan is quite sim¬ 
ple: c2-c4, Sal-cl, c4-c5. 

14.!xd5 0-0 

Or 14...Sb8 15.a5 0-0 16.gfbl 
&h8 17.b4 'Sc7 18.b5± with pow¬ 
erful pressure on the queenside, 
Olivotto - Freeman, ICCF 2002. 
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15.gfbl!? 

This move is not so popular 
but is very good for White. He is 
preparing b2-b4. 

15...gb8 16.b4 ®c717.§a3 

This is a preparation for a 
transfer of the rook to the c-file. 



17.. .!d7 

Following 17...ih8 18.2c3 ®d8 
19.b5 axb5 20.axb5±, Black will 
have great problems to neutralise 
his opponent’s activity on the 
queenside. 20...ffb6 21.fod2 f5 
22.@e3 @xe3 23.fxe3 f4 24.b6 
fxe3 25.Sxe3 4g4 26.£c4. White 
has fixed at first the enemy b7- 
pawn. Now, he wishes to capture 
it by transferring the knight to a5. 

26...gfc8 27.h3 4d7 28.®a5 gxc2 
29.5jxb7± Wunderlich - Skeels, 
ICCF 2004. 

18.gc3 lfd8 19.a5 

White occupies space on the 
queenside. 

19.. .1b5 20.@e3 ®d7 21. 
&d2 4g5 22.@el 4xd2 23. 
@xd2 gbc8 24.gg3 

It is very difficult for White to 


break his opponent’s defence on 
the queenside. So, he opens a sec¬ 
ond front. 

24...&h7 25.c3 4c4 26.gdl 
gfd8 27.h4 gc7 28.h5 ffc8 
29.Sfe3 4xd5 30.gxd5± - White 
has the advantage in this end¬ 
game with major pieces, because 
he can continue with active ac¬ 
tions in the centre, exerting pres¬ 
sure against the d6-pawn, as well 
as on the kingside, Bacino - Sac- 
erdotali, Internet 2011. 


B4b2b) 10...0-0 11.0-0 



U...ffc7 

It would be too slow for Black 
to play ll...®b8 12.®h4!?± 

After ll...@a5, it will be inter¬ 
esting for White to try 12.Bfbl!? 
<ac5 13.b4! &xd3 14.bxa5 <Sf4 15. 
g3 fog6 16.ftd2 4d8 17.£)d5 £)xd5 
18.4xd5 foe7 19.<Sjc4± and his 
pieces will be very active, while 
Black’s queenside is undeveloped 
and his d6-pawn is weak. 
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11.. .ftb612.ftd2 ftxc4 13.ftxc4 
ie6, Kosanovic - Pavlovic, Vrnja- 
cka Banja 1999. Here, White 
could have established a firm con¬ 
trol over the key d5-square with 
the line: 14.ftb6!? §b8 15.f3 ftd7 

16.ftbd5 Sc8 17.gfdl± 

It is just bad for Black to opt 
for 11...b6, due to 12.fth4!± and 
the penetration of White’s knight 
to f5, or g6, will be very unpleas¬ 
ant for Black. 12...ftc5 13.ixc5 
dxc5 14.ftg6 Se8 15.ftxe5±. White 
has a solid extra pawn, Lewtak - 
Malinovsky, Krakow 2013. 

12.id5!? 

This is a very interesting move. 
White’s bishop frees the square 
for his knight. 

12.. .ftb6 

12.. .ftc5?! 13.«c4. 

13.ixb6 »xb614.a5 




14.. .®c5 

14.. .@c7 15.ftd2 ie6 16.ftc4 
ftd717.b3 Sac8 18.§fdl ig4 19.f3 


ie6 20.4hl±. White has a stable 
advantage thanks to his domi¬ 
nance over the d5-square, Hof- 
stetter - Pukkila, Finland 2001. 

15.ftd2 Sb8 16.ftc4i.e6 

The character of the position 
remains the same after 16...id7 

17.gfdl 2fd8 18.h3 ie6 19.ftb6± 
Sperhake - Vetter, ICCF 2002. 

17.Sfdl 



17.. .ftxd5 

17.. .1g418.Sd2 gfc819.h3 ie6 
20.ftb6 Sd8 21.ic4 ftd7 22.b4 
ffd4 23.®xd4 exd4 24.ftcd5± Val- 
deras Viejo - Munoz Moreno, 
ICCF 2005. 

18.ftxd5 ixd5 19.@xd5 
®xd5 20.gxd5 

Black will have to fight long 
and hard for a draw in this end¬ 
game. Later, the game Tiits - Ro- 
cius, ICCF 2008 followed with: 

20...§bc8 21.fte3 !g5 22.c3 
!xe3 23.fxe3 Sc4 24.§xd6 
Sxe4 25.&f2 f5 26.&f3 §c4 27. 
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§adl± - White has stable advan- the queenside and the complete 
tage due to his pawn-majority on dominance over the d-file. 


Conclusion 

In the variation 3...£sd7 4.d4 £)f6 5.d4, Black has two main defen¬ 
sive lines: 5...a6 and 5...cxd4. 

In the first variation, White obtains an advantage effortlessly, ex¬ 
ploiting his lead in development. 

After 5...cxd4, there arises a key position following 6.©xd4 e5 7. 
®fd3 h6. Here, it becomes essential for White to solve the problem with 
his knight on f3. 

It can go along the route ®f3-h4-f5, increasing the pressure against 
the enemy d6-pawn, but it is much more often sent to the queenside: 
£lf3-d2-c4. In general, White maintains a slight but stable edge. Black 
has great problems to organise meaningful counterplay. 
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l.e4 c5 2.£if3 d6 3.J,b5+ £ic6 



Black’s knight occupies a more 
active position on c6 than on d7, 
since it exerts pressure against 
the d4-square. Still, besides plus¬ 
es, this move has some draw¬ 
backs. At first, the knight on c6 
may come under an attack in the 
future after c2-c3 and d2-d4-d5 
and secondly, Black will have to 
lose a tempo for the move Jtc8-d7 
in order to avoid the doubling of 
his pawns. 

This position is encountered 
very often in the tournament 
practice, because it may arise not 
only after the Moscow variation, 
but also in the Rossolimo Attack 
(2...®c6 3.i,b5 d6). You can see it 
played in the games of M.Carlsen, 
F.Caruana, V.Ivanchuk, G.Kaspa¬ 


rov, Sh.Mamedyarov, H.Naka¬ 
mura, T.Radjabov, A.Shirov, V. 
Topalov and many other strong 
players. 

4.0-0 

It is not so good for White to 
play 4.ibcc6+ bxc6 5.0-0 e5?t. 
Black has succeeded in occupying 
the centre and can be quite opti¬ 
mistic about the future thanks to 
his bishop-pair. 

We will analyse now: A) 4... 
Sflb6, B) 4...®f6, C) 4...e5, D) 

4.. .1g4, E) 

About 4...ffc7 5x3 - see Chap¬ 
ter 6, variation A. 

4...a6 5.jbtc6+ bxc6 6.e5 - see 
Chapter 4, variation A. 

It is too passive for Black to 
play 4,..e6, because this move re¬ 
stricts considerably the mobility 
of the bishop on c8. 5x3 £>ge7 (It 
is better for Black to opt here for 

5.. .Jtd7 6.§el - see variation E.) 
6.d4 cxd4 7.cxd4 a6 8.Aa4 d5 9. 
©c3! White leads in development 
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and should strive to open the 
game. 9...dxe4 10.£sxe4 £>d5 11. 
£se5± Kozlov - Piesina, USSR 
1979. 

Following 4...g6, White has 
the energetic resource 5.d4!, for 
example: 5...cxd4 (5...i,d7 6.dxc5 
dxc5 7.Ife2 ig7 8.2dl @c8 9.ftc3 
ig4 10.£id5 *f8 ll.lxc6 @xc6 12. 
h3 itxf3 13.@xf3± - Black will 
need to lose a lot of time in order 
to bring his kingside pieces into 
the actions, Dzhumaev - Cherny¬ 
shov, Abu Dhabi 2004.) 6.@xd4 
®f6 (It is not preferable for Black 
to choose here 6...f6 due to 7. 
@d5!? id7 8.ic4 e6 9 Jfdl± and 
looking at this position, the old 
saying “Pawns cannot come 
back!” comes to mind.) 7.e5 dxe5 
8.ibcc6+ bxc6 9.'2 f xd8+ ixd8 10. 
£sxe5 &e8 ll.©xc6±. Black has no 
compensation for the pawn. 


A) 4...Sfb6 

Black defends with tempo the 
knight on c6. Still, his queen is 
not placed so well on this square. 
5.&c3 



5.. .e6 

After 5...i.g4, White should try 
to prepare as quickly as possible 
c2-c3 and d2-d4. 6.©d5 @d8, 
Vasiliev - Korchnoi, Cheliabinsk 
1959, 7x3!? e6 8.®e3 ±xf3 9.«xf3 
§c8 10.d4 cxd4 ll.cxd4 a6 12. 
,ixc6+ bxc613.d5! cxd5 14.exd5±, 
with an overwhelming lead in de¬ 
velopment. 

5.. .a6 6.itxc6+ @xc6 (follow¬ 
ing 6...bxc6, it is good for White to 
play 7.e5! preventing e7-e5. 7...d5 
Boehnisch - Schulz, Bad Lauter- 
berg 1994, 8.©a4!? @a5 9.b3± 
and theni,a3 and Black will have 
great problems with the protec¬ 
tion of his c5-pawn) 7.d4 cxd4 
(7...lLg4 8.dxc5 dxc5, Alexeev - 
Truskavetsky, Alushta 2007, 9. 
@d5!? ixf3 10.®xc6+ bxc6 11. 
gxf3± - Black’s doubled isolated 
pawns on the c-file provide White 
with a great advantage.) 8.£>xd4 
Wc7 9.£>d5 @d8 10.1e3± - Black 
can hardly complete his devel¬ 
opment without considerable 
positional concessions, Banasik - 
Mondrzycki, Polanica Zdroi 
2007. 

6.Sel 

White is preparing ®c3-d5. 

6.. .!d7 7.1xc6 kxc6 8.d4 
cxd4 

(diagram) 

9.£\d5 

With this energetic move, 
White deprives his opponent of 
his two-bishop advantage. 
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9.. .1xd5 10.exd5 e5 11. 
£)xd4 ®e712.4be2 

This knight is transferred to 
the kingside. 

12.. .£ig6 13.c4 ©c7 14.b3 
$Le7 15.£)g3 0-0, Kholmov - 
Korchnoi Leningrad 1963, 16. 
®f5!?± (followed by @g4) and 
White’s pieces are deployed much 
more actively. 


B) 4...&f6 

This is not the best move for 
Black, because White can advance 
immediately 
5.e5!? 



5...dxe5 

Now, Black cannot avoid the 


appearance of weak pawns on the 
c-file. 

His position is not any better 
after his alternatives. 

5...£sd7 6.exd6 exd6 (6...e6?! 
7.d4 itxd6 8.d5 exd5 9.©xd5± An- 
dreikin - Dovzik, Alushta 2009) 
7.Sel+ !e7 8.®e2 £ib6 9.d4 ie6 
10.£ic3± Smith - Shvayger, Doug¬ 
las 2014. Black will have difficul¬ 
ties to complete his development, 
since he cannot play 10...0-0? 
dueto ll.d5!-i— 

After 5..Ag4 6.exd6 ©xd6 7. 
h3 &f6 8.d4 Id7 9.dxc5 ffxc5 10. 
£sc3 e6 ll.J,e3±, White has a great 
lead in development, Kaufman - 
Sherzer, Philadelphia 2003. 

It would be too dangerous for 
Black to opt for 5...£id5, because 
after 6.d4, he would have to be 
constantly on the alert about the 
possibilities c2-c4 and d4-d5. 



Black loses almost by force af¬ 
ter 6...©b6 7x4 ftc7, De Jong - 
Pliester, Wijk aan Zee 1991, 8. 
®c3! ©xb5 9.cxb5 ©xd4 10.©d5 
®d8 ll.®xd4 cxd4 12.@c2 ie6 13. 
©c7+ id? 14.©xa8@xa815.exd6 
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exd6 16.®a4+- and he has no 
compensation for the exchange. 

6.. .£)c7 7.jbcc6+ bxc6 8.dxc5 
ia6 9.3el dxc5 10.®bd2 @d5 11. 
b3± - Black has no compensation 
for his compromised queenside 
pawn-structure, Koziak - Tazbir, 
Karpacz 2008. 

6.. .1g47.h3±h5 8x4 ®c7 9.g4 
Jig6, Odeev - Ipatov, Konya 2011. 
Now, White maintains a great ad¬ 
vantage after the cold-blooded 
move 10.Jia4!? It is essential for 
him to preserve his light-squared 
bishop in order to create threats 
along the a4-e8 diagonal. 10... 
cxd4 ll.<?:xd4 iie4 12.4ic3 dxe5 
13.«b3 exd4 14.£ixe4 Sb8. Here, 
White’s advantage becomes deci¬ 
sive after the elegant line: 15. 
©xb7! §xb7 16.ixc6+ ®d7 17. 
itxd7+ &xd7 18.©c5+ r 3?c6 19. 
®xb7*xb7 20.f4+- 

6.£ixe5 



6...ild7 7.aLxc6 £lxc6 8.5jxc6 
bxc6 9.<Ba3!? White’s knight is 
headed for the blocking c4- 


square. 9...e6 10.£ic4 iie7 ll.b3 
0-0 12.1b2±. He maintains a sta¬ 
ble advantage thanks to his supe¬ 
rior pawn-structure. 

7.®f3 !d7 8.itxc6 lxc6 9. 
£)xc6 ®xc6 10.@xc6+ bxc6 11. 
®a3 £d7 12.&c4 f6 13.b3± - 

Black’s weak pawns on the c-file 
doom him to a long passive de¬ 
fence, Kir. Georgiev - Piket, Corfu 
1990. 


C) 4...e5 

With this move Black increas¬ 
es his control over the d4-square, 
but he is incapable of preventing 
his opponent’s plan, connected 
with c2-c3, d2-d4, because White’s 
forces are better mobilised. 

5.c3 



5.. .!g4 

Black continues to prevent d2- 
d4. 

5.. Ad7 6.§el - see variation E. 

5.. .®c7 6.d4 - see Chapter 6, 
variation A. 
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After 5...@b6, it seems very 
good for White to continue with 
6.Jta4!? i,g4 7.d4 cxd4 8.cxd4 
exd4 9.&a3 £sf6 10.®c4 ixf3 11. 
®xf3± and Black’s doubled extra 
pawn is completely immaterial. 
White’s lead in development is a 
much more important factor. 

5...a6. This move loses valua¬ 
ble time. 6.Jlxc6+ bxc6 7.d4 cxd4 
(Black’s pawn-structure is weak¬ 
ened catastrophically after 7...®c7 
8.dxe5 dxe5 9.9a4 id7 10.®a3 
fte7 ll.ie3 £>g612.£ic4 f613.£)fd2 
ke7 14.ftb3 0-0 15.ftxc5+- Ma- 
inka - Sadjadi, Saarlouis 2003.) 

8. cxd4 @c7 (8...exd4 9.@xd4 c5, 
Shilov - Bartosik, Poland 1998, 
10.@a4+!? id7 ll.Sfc2 ®f6 12.e5 
dxe5 13.£ixe5 id6 14.Qxd7 ®xd7 
15.§el+ JLe716.@xc5± - Black has 
no compensation for the pawn.) 

9. @c2 ig4 10.£>bd2 &e7 ll.b3 
£>g6 12.h3 M7 13.ia3 f6 14.Sfdl 
Ae715.dxe5 fxe5 16.©c4± - He is 
incapable of protecting his d6- 
pawn, because after 16 ...c5, White 
has the resource 17.®d2, Odeev - 
Sharbaf, Dubai 2006. 

It is also bad for Black to play 

5.. .£if6 in view of 6.d4! and he will 
have to switch to only defending. 

6.. ..M7 (Black loses a piece after 

6.. .£>xe4? 7.d5 a6 8.iid3-i—, while 
following 6...cxd4 7.cxd4 Jid7 8. 
dxe5!? dxe5 9.&c3 Ac5 10.jtg5 
0-0 ll.!xf6 gxf6 12.£sd5±, his 
castling position is horribly com¬ 
promised.) 7.dxc5 dxc5 8.£bd2. 
White’s knight is headed for the 


d5-square (£id2-c4-e3-d5). 8 ... 
®c7 9.&c4 0-0-0 (The endgame 
is very difficult for Black after 9... 
Ae7 10.jt.xc6 jtxc6 ll.&cxeS Jtxe4 
12.@a4+ ic6 13.©xc6 @xc6 14. 
®xc6+ bxc6 15.£ie5± Pansier - 
Sabaev, ICCF 2003.) 10Jfe2 §e8 
11.a4 h6 12.§dl± Simakhin - Jor¬ 
gensen, ICCF 2007. 

6.d4 



This is the right move! White 
accomplishes this thematic pawn- 
advance, being ready to sacrifice a 
pawn. 

6...jtxf3 

After 6...@b6 7.£>a3 cxd4 8. 
cxd4 exd4 9.®xd4 @xd4 10.ftxd4 
k&7 ll.itxc6 bxc6 12.M4±, White 
regains the sacrificed material 
and Black will have great difficul¬ 
ties in this endgame connected 
with the protection of his weak c6 
and d6-pawns, Bezgodov - Varga, 
Budapest 1996. 

7.®x£3 cxd4 8.cxd4 exd4 
9.©a3 Ae7, Sedina - Dzagnidze, 
Caleta 2010. Now, after the ener- 
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getic reaction 10.M4!? £sf6 11. 
£sc2 0-0 12.1xc6 bxc6 13. 
£ixd4 ©d7 14.§acl Bac8 15. 
§fdl± White maintains a stable 
advantage. 


D) 4...Ag4 



This active move is in fact too 
risky for Black, because his bish¬ 
op is removed for the queenside 
and the vulnerability of the a4-e8 
diagonal may hurt him in the fu¬ 
ture. 

5.h3 

White wishes to clarify imme¬ 
diately the intentions of Black’s 
bishop. 

5...1h5 

The move 5.. J,xf3 leads to a 
passive position for Black without 
counterplay for him. 6.@xf3 e6 
(6...g6, Van Dop - Sosonko, Leeu- 
warden 1979,7.iLxc6+!? bxc6 8.e5 
d5 9.£>c3±, followed by an attack 
against the weak c5-pawn: £ia4, 
b3, &a3) 7.^,xc6+ bxc6 8.d3 ©e7 
(8...d5 9.©c3±) 9.b3 ©g6 10.ib2 
ke7 11.g3 0-0 12.©d2 d5, Barle - 


Sigurjonsson, Ljubljana 1977, 13. 
h4!?±, White emphasizes the mis¬ 
placement of the enemy knight on 
g6. 

6.c3 

White prepares not only d2- 
d4, but the possibility for his 
queen to go to the a4-square. 



We will deal now with: Dl) 

6...©b6 and D2) 6...a6. 

About 6...e6 7.d4 cxd4 8.cxd4 
a6 9.kxc6+ bxc6 10.5 jc 3 - see 
variation D2. 

6...©f6 7.d4 a6 (7..Jfb6 8.®a3 
- see variation Dl) 8.jbcc6+ bxc6 
9.@a4 - see variation D2. 

Following 6...@a5 7.fea3 a6, 
Razuvaev - Forintos, Cienfuegos 
1975, White maintains a stable 
advantage with 8.i2,xc6+!? bxc6 
9.©c4±, winning a tempo by at¬ 
tacking the enemy queen. 

Dl) 6...ffb6 

This is the beginning of a rath¬ 
er dubious plan. 
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7. £>a3 a6 

7...4T6 8.d4 cxd4 9.cxd4 d5 
10.g4 ,ig6 ll.®a4 e612.exd5 <Sxd5 
13.£>c4 ®c7 14.£>fe5± - Black can 
hardly neutralise his opponent’s 
threats due to his lag in develop¬ 
ment, Kariz - Iotov, ICCF 2005. 

8. £a4 



8.. .®c7 

8.. .<£if6, Taeib - Arab, Tunis 
2013, 9.g4!? ig6 10.e5 ®d5 11. 
exd6 exd6 12.§el+ i.e7 13.d4± 
Black’s position is very difficult, 
because after 13...0-0? he loses a 
piece. 14.dxc5 ®xc5 15.i„xc6 bxc6 
16.c4+- 

8.. .e6 9.d4 £xf3 10.®xf3 cxd4, 
Grottke - Gebuhr, DDR 1981, 
ll.Sdl!? dxc3 12.®xc3 ®c7 13. 
i.f4* and White has an over¬ 
whelming compensation for his 
minimal material deficit. 

9. d4 b5 

(diagram) 

10. ®xb5! 



White sacrifices a piece and 
begins a decisive attack. 

10...axb5 ll.£xb5 0-0-0 
12.b4 lxf3 13.gxf3 &b8 



14.bxc5! 

This move looks more precise 
than 14.®a4, although even then 
White’s threats seem to be impos¬ 
sible to parry. 14...c4 15.d5 4116 
16.ite3 ®fd7 17.Jic6 e6 18.b5 exd5 
19.exd5 &b6 20.®b4 £e7 21.a4 
M6 22.a5+- Adams - Tiviakov, 
New York 1994. 

14...dxc5 15.@a4 Sd6 16. 
§bl &h6 17.»a8+- , Black’s 
kingside pieces fail to assist in the 
defence of his king. 
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D2) 6...a6 



Black obtains the two-bishop 
advantage at the price of a tempo 
and the weakening of his pawn- 
structure. 

7.kxc6+ bxc6 8.d4 cxd4 

8...®f6 9.@a4. White’s queen 
avoids the pin with tempo. 9... 
®b6 10.dxc5 @b5 ll.®fxb5 axb5 
12.cxd6 exd6 13.§el ixf3 14.gxf3 
te7 15.®a3 &d7 16.®c2± - Black 
has failed to obtain sufficient 
compensation for the pawn, Bo- 
leslavsky - Petrosian, Gagra 1955. 

9.cxd4 



9...e6 


Following 9...£lf6, White ob¬ 
tains a better position with the 
energetic move 10.ilg5, for exam¬ 
ple: 10...h6 (10...@b6 ll.©c3 ®d7 
12.d5± and Black’s defence will be 
very difficult, due to his lag in de¬ 
velopment) ll.,ixf6 gxf6 (after 

ll...exf6, Van der Wiel - Larsen, 
Brussels 1987, it seems very good 
for White to choose 12.ffa4!? @d7 
13.5 h4+, followed by $jf5) 12. 
<&bd2 ig7 13.Ha4 @b6 14.3acl 
®fb5, Gdanski - Horvath, Arnhem 
1987, 15.@c2!?± - White has a 
better pawn-structure and his 
knight are not weaker at all than 
Black’s bishops. 

10. ®c3 &f6 

The position is very difficult 
for Black after 10...jle7 ll.@a4 
@d7 12.©d2!? ©f6, Baranyuk - 
Portych, ICCF 2011, 13.g4! ig6 
14.f4 h6 15.f5± and his light- 
squared bishop is severely re¬ 
stricted in its movements. 

11. ffa4 ©d7 12.®d2 



12...c5 
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12.. .d5 13.e5 <&g8 14.©b3 ig6, 
Goubnitsky - Geller, ICCF 1984, 
15.ikl2!?± - White has extra 
space, while Black’s c6-pawn is 
weak. 

12.. .1g6 13.f4 h6 14.f5. White 
restricts the enemy bishop. 14... 
exf5 15.exf5 ih7 16.ftc4 ga7 17. 
®b4! He deprives Black from cas¬ 
tling and creates pressure against 
his d6-pawn. 17...Sb7 18.§el+ 
4d8 19.®a4± - Black’s king is 
misplaced at the centre of the 
board and his kingside pieces are 
not developed, Tseitlin - Lukin, 
Leningrad 1975. 

13.dxc5 @xa4 14.©xa4 
dxc5 



There has arisen an endgame 
in which Black’s a6 and c5-pawns 
are very weak. 15.f3 iLe7 16.£ic4 
0-0 17.§dl Sa7 18.!e3 ftd7 
19.Sd2 f5 20.Sadi &e8 21. 
£\d6± Schoonhoven - Cuniali, 
IECG 2002. 


E) 4...M7 


Black protects his knight on c6 
and plans later to oust the enemy 
bishop from its active position 
with the move a7-a6. 

5.Sel 



White makes a useful move 
and does not reveal his further 
plans yet. In the majority of the 
variations, he will advance c2-c3, 
d2-d4, but sometimes his knight 
may be developed on the c3- 
square. 

Black’s most precise move in 
this position is E3) 5...£if6. Still, 
before this we will pay some at¬ 
tention to El) 5...g6 and E2) 5... 
a6. 

About 5...e6 6.c3 a6 (6...£sf6 
7.d4 - see variation E3a) 7.Ml 
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7.. .£if6 8.d4 - see variation 

E3b. 

The position is very difficult 
for Black after 7..Ae7 8.d4 cxd4 
9.cxd4 d5, Tan - Smith, Venlo 
2008,10.®c3!? dxe4 ll.Qxe4 ®f6 
12.£ixf6+ i:xf6. Now, White can 
exploit the postponement of his 
opponent’s castling with the ener¬ 
getic move 13.d5± 

It would be too slow for Black 
to choose 7...©ge7 8.d4 cxd4 9. 
cxd4 d5 10.<Sjc3 dxe411.5jxe4 ©d5 
12.i,c4 £)b6, Abello - Fournier, 
Romans 1999. Here, White can 
exploit his lead in development 
with the aggressive line: 13.it,g5!? 
®c7 14.8cl ib4 15.d5! ixel 16. 
dxc6 Jtxc6 17.©xel+ and in the 
middle game his two minor pieces 
are obviously stronger than 
Black’s rook and pawns. 

5.. .e5 6.c3 a6 (6...©f6 7.d4, or 

6 ..Ae7 7.d4 ©f6 8.d5 - see varia¬ 
tion E3) 7.iixc6 Jtxc6 8.d4 @c7. 
Black has succeeded in obtaining 
the two-bishop advantage with¬ 
out compromising his pawn- 
structure too much. He has fallen 
behind considerably however in 
development in the process. 9. 
b4!? White begins immediate ac¬ 
tive actions on the queenside. 9... 
c4 10.a4 b5, Ristic - Stojanovic, 
Vrnjacka Banja 2007. Now, he 
could have occupied the a-file 
with ll.d5!? !b7 12.ge2!±, fol¬ 
lowed by Se2-a2 and a4xb5. 

5.. .£se5 6.ixd7+ ®xd7 7.®xe5 
dxe5. Black has traded two cou¬ 


ples of minor pieces, but has fall¬ 
en behind in development and 
weakened his pawn-structure. 
8.d3 e6 9J,e3 @c7, Huzman - 
Dvoirys, Beersheba 2004 (9... 
±d6, Rietman - Berkvens, Nether¬ 
lands 2010, 10Jfg4!? f6 ll.a4±, 
followed by ®bl-d2-c4 and White’s 
pieces are deployed noticeably 
more actively) 10.a4!? £se711.©a3 
©c612.@g4± - White’s knight will 
occupy a good position on c4, 
while Black will have problems 
with the development of his king- 
side pieces. 

El) 5...g6 

This move is a bit slow and 
enables White to occupy effort¬ 
lessly the centre with his pawns. 

6.c3 



6...!g7 

About 6...®f6 7.d4 ig7 8.e5, 
or 7...cxd4 8.cxd4 kg7 9.£ic3 - 
see 6..Ag7. 

7.d4 cxd4 

The alternatives for Black fail 
to equalise as well. 
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7...a6 8.ia4 b5 9.ib3 c4 10. 
Jic2 e5, Bologan - Prasad, Gaus- 
dal 1991, ll.dxe5!? dxe5 12.a4± 
(followed by ®a3) - Black’s queen- 
side pawns need protection. 

After 7...@b6, White can con¬ 
tinue with a promising pawn-sac¬ 
rifice - 8.i,a4!?, for example: 8... 
cxd4 9.cxd4 &xd4 10.iixd7+ I;xd7 
ll.ftc3 &xf3+ 12.@xf3s, followed 
by ©d5, M4, Sal-dl, e4-e5 and an 
attack against Black’s king strand¬ 
ed in the centre. 

After 7...©f6 8.e5 dxe5 9.dxe5 
®g4 10.M4 Mxe5 ll.&xe5 &gxe5, 
Glek - Kupreichik, Germany 
1998, White can regain his sacri¬ 
ficed pawn, preserving all the ad¬ 
vantages of his position: 12.@d5!? 
f6 13.@xc5± 

8.cxd4 



8...£>f6 

Following 8...a6, it is good for 
White to choose 9.i,c4±. Black 
cannot play 9...iLg4? due to 10. 
Jlxf7+ ^xf7 ll.£)g5± 


After 8...@b6 9.£ic3 ®f6 10.h3 
0-0 ll.e5 £>e8 12.1g5±, White’s 
pieces are obviously more actively 
placed, Paronen - Koskinen, Fin¬ 
land 1997. 

9. £ic3 0-0 

9.. .a6 10.Afl.ig4 (10...0-0 11. 
h3 - see 9...0-0) ll.ie3 d5 
(11...0-0 12.h3 ixf3 13.@xf3±) 
12.e5 £ie4, Delchev - Meins, Bad 
Wiessee 2013, 13.h3!? ixf3 14. 
@xf3 £ixc3 15.bxc3± White’s two 
powerful bishops and his extra 
space are more than sufficient 
compensation for his slightly 
weak c3-pawn. Later, he can be¬ 
gin active actions on the kingside 
with h4-h5. 

10. h3 

This is useful prophylactic 
against id7-g4. 

10.. .a6 

Following 10...§c8 U.M4±, 

Black can hardly organise effec¬ 
tive pressure against his oppo¬ 
nent’s powerful pawn-centre. 

ll.ifl Sc8 

11.. .e5 12.ig5!?±; ll...b5 12. 
if4!?± 

12.M4 Wb6 

(diagram) 

This position was reached in 
the game Xu Yuhua - Gunina, 
Sochi 2009. Here, White could 
have begun advantageous compli- 
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cations with 13.e5!?, for exam¬ 
ple: 13...£\e8 14.exd6 £\xd6 15. 
®d5 @d8 16.£ixe7+ &xe7 17. 
Ixd6 Se8 18.»b3 lc6 19.Axe7 
Sxe7 20.Sxe7 @xe7 21.d5 le8 
22.§dl± and despite the fact 
that the power of Black’s two 
bishops in this open position is 
quite obvious, but they cannot 
compensate White’s extra passed 
d5-pawn. 


E2) 5...a6 



Now, this move is somewhat 
premature. 

6.1xc6!? 

White changes his plan for ac¬ 
tions and abandons the idea 


c3+d4 for the sake of the quickest 
mobilisation of his forces. 

6...Axc6 7.d4 cxd4 8.£ixd4 



Black is noticeably behind in 
development and must play very 
carefully in order not to end up 
immediately in a very bad situa¬ 
tion. 

8.. .6f6 

This natural move has a seri¬ 
ous drawback. 

About 8...M7 9.c4 2c8 10.b3, 
or 9...£)f6 10.£)c3 §c8 ll.®e2 - 
see 8...Sc8. 

The move 8...e5 weakens con¬ 
siderably the d6-pawn. 9.©xc6 
bxc610.©a3! ©e7 ll.®c4 £ic8, Zi¬ 
mina - Dworakowska, Dresden 
2004, 12.!d2! Ae7 13.Aa5 ®d7 
14.®d3±, followed by §al-dl and 
Aa5-b4. 

8.. .g6 9.®xc6 bxc6 10.@d4. 
White impedes the development 
of the enemy bishop to the long 
diagonal. 10...£>f6 (10...e5?! 11. 
@a4 @d7, Ferguson - Remmler, 
London 2009, 12.©a3!?±, fol- 
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lowed by ©c4, Jtd2-b4 and Sal- 
dl, exerting pressure against the 
weak d6-pawn) ll.e5 dxe5 12. 
®xe5 ig7 13.@c5 0-0 (Black los¬ 
es immediately after 13...@c7? in 
view of 14.M4! ®b7 15.§xe7+! 
©xe7 16.©xc6+ @d7 17.®xa8+ 
&e7 18.@xa6+- Minasian - De 
Sousa, Ubeda 2000.) 14.®xc6 
©d5 15.c3± and Black’s compen¬ 
sation for the pawn is insufficient. 

8.. .e6 9.©xc6 bxc610.1ff3 <Se7 
(10...£if6 ll.e5 - see 8...<Sf6) 11. 
©d2 4jg6 12.®fc3. From this 
square, White’s queen will im¬ 
pede the development of Black’s 
bishop on f8. 12...@c7, Kovalevs¬ 
kaya - Sveshnikov, Togliatti 
2003, 13.b3!? ®e5. Black is pre¬ 
paring ke.7 (but not 13...e5 14. 
J2,a3±, followed by ©c4, §al-dl 
with powerful pressure against 
the d6-pawn) 14.i,b2 ike7 15.Sadi 
J2,f6 16.Wg3±. The pressure of 
White’s pieces is very powerful. 

8.. .§c8 9.c4 



9.. .e6 10.ftc3 ®f6 ll.®d5 - see 

9...£>f6. 

9.. Ad7. This seemingly slow 
move is quite possible. 10.b3 4jf6 


ll.ib2 e6 12.<&c3 ie7 13.»d3 0-0 
14.§adl± - White has occupied 
much more space, Rublevsky - 
Kharlov, Internet 2004. 

The move 9...g6 leads to a pas¬ 
sive position for Black. 10.b3 Jtg7 
ll.!b2 ?if6 12.4jxc6 gxc6 13.©c3 
<M7 14.@e2 0-0 15.£id5 ±xb2 
16.®xb2 e6 17.<Sb4 Sb6 18.<&c2 
©e5 19.Wd4± - White has more 
space and good prospects to at¬ 
tack the weak enemy d6-pawn, 
Spasov - Efimov, Castellaneta 
2000. 

9...£>f6 10.£>c3 



About 10...g6 ll.©xc6 §xc6 
12.b3 !g7 13.ib2 - see 9...g6. 

Black weakens unnecessarily 
the d5-square with the move 10... 
e5, Vajda - Benkovic, Bucharest 
2003, ll.£ixc6!? Sxc6 12.®d3± 

10.. .1d7 ll.He2 Sc7 12.b3± - 
White’s game is much easier, but 
Black’s position has no pawn- 
weaknesses and seems solid 
enough, Tiviakov - Tazbir, Ger¬ 
many 2014. 

10.. .e6 11.©d5!? White ex¬ 
ploits his lead in development 
and begins active operations. 11... 
Jld712.£>xf6+ ©xf6. Black’s queen 
is misplaced on this square. 13.b3 
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ke7 14.1,b2± - The juxtaposition 
of the bishop on b2 and Black’s 
queen on f6 is evidently in favour 
of White. Black can hardly find 
good positions for his pieces and 
the vulnerability of his d6-pawn 
may be an important factor in the 
future, Libiszewski - Tazbir, Ger¬ 
many 2009. 

9.£ixc6 bxc6 10.1ff3 



White has created the terrible 
threat - e4-e5. 

10.. .e5 

This move solves radically the 
problem, but weakens the d6- 
pawn. 

About 10...©c7 11.©a3 e5 12. 
ig5 ie7 13.&C4 0-0 14.Sadl, or 
U...e6 12.If4 e5 13.1g5 ie7 14. 
®c4 0-015.Sadl - see 10...e5. 

10.. .e6 ll.e5 dxe5 12.@xc6+ 
©d7, Sacerdotali - Manso Gil, 
IECG 2006, 13.Sdl!? ®c8 14. 
®a4± - The pin of the knight is 
very unpleasant for Black, moreo¬ 
ver that White has a superior 
pawn-structure. 


Following 10...2c8, Kovalev - 
Krivoshey, Alushta 2003, the 
simplest move for White would be 

ll.l.g5!?±, maintaining rather un¬ 
pleasant pressure against his op¬ 
ponent’s position. 

10.. .M>6 U.e5! dxe5 12.§xe5 
e6 13.®d2± - Black is doomed to 
a long passive defence due to the 
weaknesses in his pawn-struc¬ 
ture, Glek - Von Herman, Ger¬ 
many 2009. 

10.. .©d7. Black cannot prevent 
the move e4-e5 in this way. 11.e5! 
dxe5 (ll...©xe5? 12.§xe5 dxe5 13. 
®xc6+-; ll...d5 12.e6 &f6, Zimi¬ 
na - Dvoirys, St Petersburg 2001, 
now White should send immedi¬ 
ately his knight to help his e6- 
pawn: 13.®d2!±, followed by ®b3- 
d4(c5)) 12.@xc6± - He maintains 
a stable advantage thanks to his 
superior pawn-structure. 

Il.®a3 

His knight is headed for the 
c4-square in order to increase the 
pressure against the d6-pawn. 

11.. .1.712.®c4 0-0 13.ig5 
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13.. .@c7 

Black cannot solve his defen¬ 
sive problems with 13...£se8 14. 
Jtxe7 ©xe7 15.2adl±, followed by 
doubling and eventually even tri¬ 
pling of White’s major pieces on 
the d-file, Drabke - Vogt, Switzer¬ 
land 2008. 

14. §adl Sfd8 

After 14...Had8, it seems very 
good for White to transfer his 
knight to the f5-square. 15.£se3 
Sfe8 16.£if5± - From this square, 
the knight will exert powerful 
pressure against Black’s position, 
Nefedov - Vrana, ICCF 2008. 

15. b3 Sd7 

15.. .£)e8, Meier - Muhren, 
Hengelo 2007, 16.!xe7 Wxe7 
17.Sd3± 



16.£ie3 £ie8 17..£xe7 Sxe7 
18.Se2 g6 19.§ed2± - Black’s 
pieces are squeezed with the pro¬ 
tection of his weak d-pawn, S.Zhi- 
galko - Teterev, Minsk 2011. 


E3) 

This is the best for Black. He 
develops his knight to an active 
position. 

6.c3 



Now Black must oust the ene¬ 
my bishop from its active position 
- E3b) 6...a6. Before we begin 
the analysis of this move however, 
we will pay some attention to the 
not so consequent move E3a) 6...e6. 

6.. .g6 7.d4 - see variation El. 

6.. .©e5. Black is trying to neu¬ 
tralise his opponent’s pressure by 
trading pieces. 7.Jtxd7+ ftfxd7 
(7...®xd7 8.d4 &xf3+ 9.@xf3 cxd4 
10.cxd4 e6 ll.£ic3 ke7 12.e5 dxe5 
13.dxe5 ®d5 14.3dl 2d8 15.±e3 
b6, Andriasian - Ter Sahakyan, 
Yerevan 2012, 16.@g4!±, White 
impedes his opponent’s castling 
and maintains a stable advan¬ 
tage.) 8.d4 ®xf3+ 9.©xf3 e6, Ko¬ 
pec - Turner, England 1998. 
Black has delayed the develop¬ 
ment of his kingside pieces and 
White can exploit this with the 
move 10.@g3!?± 
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It does not seem good for 
Black to try a plan connected with 
preventing the pawn-advance d2- 
d4 - 6...®b6 7.©a3 e5, because 
White will manage to play it any¬ 
way - 8.d4!, not minding sacrific¬ 
ing a pawn. 8...cxd4 9.cxd4 £xd4 
10.©xd4 @xd4 U.@b3 ie712.£xd7+ 
£sxd7, Levacic - Kosanski, Pula 
1998, 13.1e3!? @xe4 14.<&b5 §c8 
15.®xa7 Sb8 16.Sacl 0-0 17.1g5 
©c5 18.@b6 ,S,xg5 19.§xe4 Jtxcl 
20.hc4± - The tactical complica¬ 
tions are over and Black has no 
compensation for the missing queen. 

After 6...e5, Black ends up in a 
passive position. 7.d4 



7.. .@c7 8.ig5 ie7 9.©bd2 cxd4 
10.cxd4 0-0 ll.Scl exd4 12.ftxd4 
®b6 13.1xc6 bxc6 14.ftc4 Sfc7 
15.e5 dxe5 16.£ixe5± - White’s 
pieces are obviously more active, 
moreover that Black’s c6-pawn is 
very weak, Iordachescu - Popa- 
dic, Budva 2003. 

7.. .cxd4 8.cxd4 exd4 9.©xd4 
ie7 10.©c3 0-0 ll.!e3± - The 
vulnerability of the c6-pawn pro¬ 
vides White with a stable advan¬ 
tage, Thuerig - Segal, Novi Sad 
1990. 


7..Ae7 8.d5. He occupies 
space with tempo. Now, there 
arise positions which are more 
typical for the Closed openings. 

8...©b8 9 .M3!? 0-0 10.h3±. 
White restricts the mobility of 
Black’s light-squared bishop. 10... 
£ie8 11.b4. White begins active 
operations on the queenside. 11... 
cxb4 12.cxb4 ©a6 13Jfb3 g6 14. 
!h6 £>g7 15.®bd2 &h8 16.£sc4 f5 
17.©a5 @b6 18.a3 f4 19.§acl± - 
His queenside initiative is very 
unpleasant for Black, Ovetchkin 
- Lukovnikov, Voronezh 2008. 


E3a) 6...e6 

Afterthis move, Black’s bishop 
cannot go to g4. 

7.<14 



7.. .cxd4 

7.. .a6 8.M1 - see variation 

E3b. 

7.. Ae7 8.d5. White manages 
to exchange advantageously the 
bishops. 8...exd5 (8...£ie5 9. 
JLxd7+ @xd7 10.©xe5 dxe5 ll.c4 
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0-0 12.&c3± - The protected bxc3 te7 12.M3 0-0 13.Sbl 
passed pawn in the centre pro- b6 14.M4 Jle8 
vides White with a stable advan¬ 
tage.) 9.exd5 the 5 10.ilxd7+ 

®fxd7 11.M4 <Sxf3+ 12.®xf3 0-0 
13.©d2± - He has much more 
space and his bishop is obviously 
more active than its black coun¬ 
terpart, Zagrebelny - Bogdanov, 

Arco 2005. 

8.cxd4 d5 

Black prevents the threat d4- 
d5 at the price of a tempo. 

15. h4! 

8.. .a6 9.Ml - see variation This pawn-sacrifice is quite 

E3b. typical for positions with an iso¬ 

lated couple of pawns. 

8.. .M7 9.£ic3 0-0 10.d5 exd5 15...M6 
ll.exd5 £\b4 12.ixd7 ®xd7 13.a3 

®a6 14.4id4 Sfe8 15.®f3± - Black It would be too risky for Black 
has less space and his bishop is to accept the gift: 15..Jbch4 16. 
severely restricted by his own d6- ftxh4 ®xh4 17.Jid6 £se7 18.®f3 
pawn, Westphal - Schumacher, Sd819.g3®g520.§e5f521.§xe6+- 
Mecklenburg 2006. 

16. ©g5-> White’s pressure in- 
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7.. .e5 

After this move, there arises a 
pawn-structure which is typical 
for the Open games. 

Black’s main line - 7..Ag4 will 
be analysed in the next chapter. 

7.. .g6 8.h3 ig7 (8...e5 9.d4 - 
see 7...e5) 9.d4 cxd4 (9...e5 10. 
dxc5 - see 7...e5) 10.cxd4 d5. 
Black is trying to organise active 
counterplay (10...0-0 11.5ic3 - 
see variation El; 10...e5 ll.d5 - 
see 7...e5). 11.e5 £e4 12.@b3 e6. 
This is a pawn-sacrifice for initia¬ 
tive (It seems less active for Black 
to choose 12...1c8 13.©c3 ®xc3 
14.bxc3 0-0 15.ia3 b6 16.id3 
Sb8 17.Sabl± and White’s pieces 
have occupied active positions, 
while Black is incapable of ex¬ 
ploiting the vulnerability of the 
c3-pawn, Yildiz - N.Kosintseva, 
Konya 2009.) 13.£sbd2 f5 14.exf6 
©xf6 15.@xb7 0-0 16.@b3 ©c7 
17.a3 £sh5 18.@e3±. It would be 
rather difficult for Black to prove 
that his compensation for the 
pawn is sufficient, Deviatkin - 
Najer, Novokuznetsk 2008. 

The line; 7...e6 8.d4 cxd4 9. 
cxd4 d5 leads to a position of the 
French Defence type. 10.e5 4;e4 
(10...&g8 ll.ftc3 ®ge7 12.1d3 
g6 13.g3± - Black lacks space 
and he will hardly find active po¬ 
sitions for his pieces, Bohosjan - 
Kovacs, Trnava 1979.) 11.a3 2c8 
12.iLd3 £e7, Brajovic - Osman, 
Bucharest 1998. Now White 


should exchange his opponent’s 
active knight: 13.£ibd2!? ®xd2 14. 
iLxd2±, followed by kc3, fortifying 
reliably the d4-pawn, after which 
Black will have difficulties to or¬ 
ganise counterplay. 

8.h3 

Here, just like in the classical 
variations of the Ruy Lopez, 
White should prevent the possi¬ 
bility kg4. 



8...ie7 


Following 8...®b6, White can 
transfer with tempo his knight to 
the e3-square in order to increase 
his pressure against the d5- 
square. 9.®a3 ke7 10.£)c4 ©c7, 
Berend - Peptan, Warsaw 2001, 
11.d4!? cxd4 12.cxd4 b5 13.£)e3± 

After 8...h6 9.d4 @c7 10.a4 g6 
11.©a3 kg7 12.dxc5 dxc5 13.®c4 
Sb8, White can exploit the post¬ 
ponement of his opponent’s cas¬ 
tling with the energetic move 14. 
b4!, for example: 14...cxb4 15. 
cxb4 ke616.&d6+ &e7 17.J,a3!+- 
and Black has no satisfactory de- 


201 



Chapter 14 


fence against b4-b5, Andersson - 
Portisch, Skopje 1972. 

The move 8...g5!? is interest¬ 
ing, but still insufficient for equal¬ 
ity. 9.&xg5 §g8 10.d4 h6 ll.©f3 
Jbdi3, Kosteniuk - Ju, Lopota 
2014. Here, White could have ob¬ 
tained a better position with 12. 
d5!? ®e7 13.c4 ®d7 14.£ih2±, fol¬ 
lowed by @f3, parrying Black’s 
threats on the g-file. 

Black has also tried in practice 
the fianchetto - 8...g6, but it is in¬ 
sufficient to equalise. 9.d4 



9.. .cxd4 10.cxd4 kg7 (after 

10...exd4, it is good for White to 
reply with ll.M4!?± and Black 
will have difficulties to fianchetto 
his bishop due to the vulnerability 
of his d6-pawn) ll.d5 £se7 12.a4 
0-0 13.£sc3 £se8 14.@b3 §b8 15. 
J,e3±, creating the very unpleas¬ 
ant threat M.a.7, Maze - Bouchet, 
France 2007. 

9.. Ag7 10.dxc5!? This is 
White’s simplest reaction. 10... 
dxc5 ll. l 5jbd2±. After this move 
Black must be constantly on the 
alert about the possible transfer 
of the enemy knight to the d5- 


square. His attempt to prevent 
this radically with the move 11... 
b5?! would lead to the irrevocable 
weakening of his queenside. 12 .a4 
Sb8 13.axb5 axb5 14.©b3 c4 15. 
©c5± Crook - More, ICCF 2009. 

9.d4 



9...@c7 

Black frees the d8-square for 
his knight. 

After 9...b5, there appear new 
weaknesses in Black’s camp. 10. 
a4 cxd4 (10...c4 ll.axb5!? axb5 
12.Sxa8 ®xa8 13.®a3 ®b8 14. 
b3+) ll.axb5 axb5 12.3xa8 fTxa8 
13.cxd4 ®a5 14.©a3± - The b5- 
pawn needs protection, Naiditsch 
- Miralles, France 2008. 

It deserves attention for Black 
to facilitate his defence by ex¬ 
changes in the centre. 9...cxd4 

10. cxd4 exd4 (It does not seem so 
consequent for him to try 10...Sc8 

11. d5!? ®a5 12.®bd2!±, or 10... 
0-0 ll.d5 ®a7 12.a4 ®b8 13.b4 
©c8 14.©c3± Picado - Zugic, 
Dresden 2008 and in both cases 
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White’s great space advantage 
provides him with better pros¬ 
pects.) Il.£>xd4 0-0 (ll...d5 12. 
exd5 £sxd5 13.ic4 £>b6 14.ib3 
0-0 15.£lc3 ic5 16.ie3 fcxd4 17. 
Jtxd4 i,xd4 18 Jfxd4 :kc6 19.®f4± 
- The position has been simpli¬ 
fied but White has better chances 
thanks to his more actively de¬ 
ployed pieces and the pressure 
against the f7-square, Barreras 
Garcia - Silva, ICCF 2011.) 12. 
£sc3 Se8 (12...Sc8 13.M4 Se8 14. 
®d2 - see 12...ge8) 13.if4gc814. 
®d2 fte515.sadl if816.ig5 h617. 
ih4 £g6 18.ig.3 b519.a3± - Black 
has no chances of equalising com¬ 
pletely, due to the vulnerability of 
his d6-pawn, Bijaoui - Sanchez, 
Villeneuve Tolosane 2006. 

9...0-0 10.d5 ©a7 (10...£>b8 
ll.a4 £ie8 12.£bd2 g6 13.b4 cxb4 
14.cxb4 f5 15.®b3 ®h8 16.exf5 
gxf5, Davies - Sax, London 1980, 
17.&c4!?± - Black can hardly 
bring into the actions his queen- 
side pieces, moreover that he 
must worry about the possible 
penetration of the enemy knight 
to the b6-square after a4-a5, or 
ilcl-e3.) 11.a4 White restricts the 
enemy knight on a7. U...b5 (11... 
£ie8 12J,d3 g6 13.±h6 ®g7 14. 
£)bd2 f5, Boudre - Degraeve, 
Saint Affrique 2001, 15.b4!? cxb4 
16.cxb4± - In this sharp middle 
game White’s prospects seem 
preferable, since Black can hardly 
organise anything meaningful on 
the kingside.) 12.axb5 axb5 (The 
move 12...£)xb5 leads to the weak¬ 


ening of the c4-square. 13.£)bd2 
&h8 14.©c4± Bauer - Nijboer, 
Metz 2009) 13.b4±. Black does 
not have enough space to ma¬ 
noeuvre his pieces. It seems bad 
for him to opt for 13...c4?! in view 
of 14.ge2! ffb8 15.gea2± and the 
pin of the knight on a7 seems very 
unpleasant for him, Mahdi - Rei- 
chenbacher, St Veit 2000. 

10. d5 

White occupies space with 
tempo. 

10.. .£)d8 

10.. .£ia 7 ll.b4!? cxb4 12. 
cxb4±, followed by a2-a4, empha¬ 
sizing the misplacement of the 
knight on a7. 

Following 10...£ia5, Black will 
have great problems with his 
knight at the edge of the board. 
11.c4 b5 12.b3 bxc4 13.bxc4 0-0 
14.id2 §fb8 15.®c2 id8 16.£)c3 
®c8 17.©dl &b7 18.§bl ic7 19. 
Se3 g6 20.gb2 ®d8 21.geb3 gxb3 
22.axb3± - White has much more 
space, while Black’s a6-pawn is 
weak, Garcia - Piccoli, ICCF 2011. 

11. a4 
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White occupies even more He brings his king’s rook in 
space on the queenside. the fight for the c-file. 

11.. .0-0 19...£ic7 20.8c2± 

After ll...Sb8 12.a5 0-0, Edou¬ 
ard - Cebalo, Bastia 2013, White 
has the resource 13.b4!? cxb4 14. 
cxb4 ®e8 15 Jfb3 Sc8 16.£ibd2±, 
followed by the preparation of the 
penetration on the c-file. 

11. ..b6. This attempt to pre¬ 

vent a4-a5 does not facilitate 
Black’s defence. 12.f'bd2 0-0 13. 
id3 ®e8 14.b3 f5 15.exf5 ixf5 
16.£ixf5 Bxf5 17.<5je4 Sf8 18.@d3± Black’s position is very diffi- 
Potrata - Grabner, ICCF 2005. cult, since he fails to create any 
Black’s bishop is “bad”, since his active counterplay on the king- 
central pawns are deployed on side and is forced to defend pas- 
squares with the same colour, sively. 20....Ib5 21.£)c4@d7 22. 
while White’s knights have occu- ilb2 ®fe8 23.4bcxe5! White sac- 
pied dominant positions in the rifices a piece for two pawns and 
centre of the board. breaks Black’s defensive fortress. 

23...£>xe5 24.Jtxe5 ila4 25. 

12. a5 ®e8 13.£\bd2 f5 14. !b2 lxc2 26.@xc2 8c8 27.e5 

&c4 8b8 15.td3f416.b4!± ®xd5 28.@b3 @f7 29.§dl b5 

White opens files on the 30.exd6 ©c3 31.®fxf7+ 8xf7 

queenside. 32.1xc3 8xc3 33.dxe7 8xe7 

16.. .cxb4 17.cxb4 ®f7 18. 34.ftg5n — Neagu - Bennborn, 

5lb6@d8 19.8e2! ICCF 2009. 

Conclusion 

We have just analysed variations in which after 3...£lc6, Black does 
not enter the best line for him - 6...iLg4. 

White obtains effortlessly an advantage in the opening, because 
Black is helpless to counter his opponent’s plan, connected with the 
occupation of the centre with c2-c3, d2-d4. 

After 7..Ag4, the position begins to resemble a bit the Ruy Lopez. 
White occupies space after d4-d5 and begins a pawn-offensive on the 
queenside (a4-a5, b2-b4). 

Black’s play in this Ruy Lopez type of position is not easy at all, be¬ 
cause he has no time to organise a pawn-offensive on the kingside and 
is forced to defend passively. 
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l.e4 c5 2.£sf3 d6 3.ib5+ £sc6 4.0-0 
id7 5.§el £f6 6.c3 a6 7.±fl !g4 



This is Black’s most logical 
and strongest move. He develops 
his bishop to an active position, 
preventing his opponent’s desire 
to occupy the centre by advancing 
d2-d4. 

8.h3 

White wishes to clarify imme¬ 
diately the intentions of the ene¬ 
my bishop. Black can either ex¬ 
change it A) 8...ibrf3, or avoid 
the exchange with B) 8...^,h5. 

A) 8...ixf3 9.»xf3 

White has obtained the two- 
bishop advantage, moreover that 
later, in the forthcoming fight, 
there may appear a weakness of 
the light squares in Black’s camp. 


We will analyse now: Al) 9... 
e6 and A2) 9...g6, 

It would not be good for Black 
to opt for 9...e5, because this 
would lead to the weakening of 
the d5-square. White can exploit 
this circumstance by transferring 
his knight to the e3-square. 10. 
£ia3!? !e7 ll.&c4 0-0 12.®e3 
®e8, Shchekachev - Belkhodja, 
Royan 1997. Here, he can consoli¬ 
date his positional advantage with 
the move 13.Jlc4!?, for example: 

13.. .11g5 14.d3 ©a5 15.a4 jbce3 

16., !,xe3 4jxc4 17.dxc4 ’S'b6 18. 
©e2 <Sjc7 19.§edl± - The chronic 
weakness of the d6-pawn dooms 
Black to a long passive defence. 


Al) 9...e6!? 

This move is not so popular as 

9...g6, but is not bad at all. Black 
wishes to place his pawns on 
squares of an opposite colour as 
his bishop. 

10.d3 

(diagram) 

10...!e7 

White is preparing to castle. 
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After 10...g6 ll.ie3 ig7 12. 
©d2 0-0 13.@dl £>d7 14.£if3 §e8 
15.d4 cxd4 16.cxd4 ®f6 17.±d3 
®b4 18.ilbl±, he has a powerful 
pawn-centre and a bishop-pair, 
Papenin - Nekhaev, ICCF 2009. 

10.. .d5 ll.©d2 ie7 12.e5 ©d7 

13. @g3± White has succeeded in 
deploying quite harmoniously his 
pieces. His queen on g3 exerts 
powerful pressure against Black’s 
kingside. Now, he must defend 
passively, since the seemingly ag¬ 
gressive move 13...g5?! would 
only lead to the appearance of 
new weak squares in his camp. 

14. £rf3 h6, Kengis - Gutman, 
Riga 1979. Now, it seems very 
good for White to follow a plan, 
connected with the preparation 
of the pawn-advance b2-b4. 15. 
!d2!? ®fb6 16.§abl 0-0-0 17.b4 
cxb418.cxb4-+, followed by a2-a4 
and b4-b5. White’s attack looks 
very powerful. 

11.©d2 0-0 12.@e2 

The queen frees a square for 
the knight. 

12.. .d5 


After 12...b5 13.©f3 b4, Janev 
- Wohl, Ferrol 2002, there arises 
a very complicated position in 
which White’s prospects seem 
preferable due to his bishop-pair: 
14Jlf4!? ffb6 15.©d2±, followed 
by ®c4. 

13.g3 

He is preparing the develop¬ 
ment of his bishop on g2. 



13...Sc8 

Following 13...@c7 14.<5}f3 c4 

15. dxc4 4ixe4, Predojevic - Ceba- 
lo, Zadar 2012, the position is 
opened, which is in favour of 
White, since his bishops become 
very active. 16.cxd5!? exd517.i,e3 
Sad818.§adl± - He has two pow¬ 
erful bishops, while Black’s iso¬ 
lated pawn is much rather a liabil¬ 
ity than strength. 

14.jtg2 Se8, Solak - Ntek- 
ouan,Vrachati2011, 15.e5!? ©d7 

16. f4 b5 17.®f3 a5 18.a4 b4 
19.ie3 ®b6 20.1f2± - White’s 
bishops exert powerful pressure 
against Black’s queenside, moreo- 
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ver that White has more space 
and good attacking prospects on 
the kingside (g4, f5). 

A2) 9...g6 

Black prepares the develop¬ 
ment of his bishop on g7, so that 
later it can support the pawn-of¬ 
fensive on the queenside (b5-b4). 

10.d3 



White’s further plan for ac¬ 
tions is connected with the prepa¬ 
ration of the occupation of the 
centre. He is going to continue 
with ke3, £id2, ®dl, £)f3, fol¬ 
lowed d3-d4. 

10.. .1.7 

10.. .£sd7 ll.ie3 ig7 12.£)d2 - 
see 10...J,g7. 

Il.ie3 0-0 

11.. .£)d7 12.£>d2 0-0 13.©dl, 
or 12...b5 13.@dl 0-0 14.<Bf3 - 
see 11...0-0. 

It is not good for Black to 
choose ll...e512.£>d2 0-0, Aresh- 


chenko - Bu, Antalya 2013, 

13.1,g5!? h6 14.ih4± and in order 
to get rid of the pin, Black will 
have to play g6-g5, which would 
weaken the f5-square. White’s 
knight will head immediately 
there along the route £ic4-e3-f5. 

12.&d2 



12.. .£>d7 

12.. .b5 13.®dl £d7 14.£if3 - 
see 12...©d7. 

12.. .6.813.@dl b5 14.&f3 ®c 7 
15.d4± - White has managed to 
advance the thematic move d3- 
d4, Papp - Bodnaruk, Moscow 
2014. 

The line: 12...Sc8 13.®fdl e5, 
Kulaots - Veingold, Finland 2013, 
leads to the weakening of the d5- 
square (13...®d714.®f3 - see 12... 
®d7). 14.a4 §b8 15.ig5 @c7 
16.iLe2! White prepares the trans¬ 
fer of his knight to d5. 16...b5 
17.axb5 axb5 18.£sfl §a8 19.®b3 
©b7 20.&e3 ®a5 21.Sfc2± - The 
vulnerability of the light squares 
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in Black’s camp hurts him a lot. 

13.®dl 



13.. .b5 

Black continues with his open¬ 
ing plan. 

13.. .e614.4113 - see variation Al. 

After the alternatives, he ends 
up in a solid but passive position. 

13.. .e5 14.®f3 §c8 (14...Se8 15. 
g3 b5 16.Ji.g2 4ib6, Mons - Kem- 
pinski, Germany 2013, White can 
begin active actions on the king- 
side: 17.h4!? £sa4 18.§bl±, fol¬ 
lowed by h4-h5) 15.a4 Wc7 16. 
@b3Sb817.@a3 b5, Areshchenko 

- Timofeev, Eilat 2012,18.axb5!? 
axb5 19.b4 cxb4 20.cxb4± - The 
position is opened and this is in 
favour of White due to his power¬ 
ful bishop-pair. 

13.. .Bc814.©f3 ftde5, Martens 

- Smeets, Netherlands 2011 (14... 
b5 15.d4 cxd4 16.cxd4 4}f6± Van 
Kampen - Aravindh, Doha 2014) 
15.£sxe5!? 4lxe5 16.®b3 @c717.d4 


£>d718.a4± - Black can hardly or¬ 
ganise effective counterplay 
against White’s pawn-centre. 

14.41 f3 



14...b4 

This seemingly logical move 
leads to a considerable weakening 
of the light squares in Black’s 
camp. 

He should possibly refrain 
from this move and try to play 
only for equality with the move 

14...4}ce5. For example: 15.£sxe5 
4}xe 5 16.a4 



It would be bad for Black to 
opt for 16,..@b6, Naroditsky - Eli¬ 
seev, Al Ain 2013, because of 
17.b4!?± 
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After 16...sb8, S.Zhigalko - 
Tiviakov, Minsk 2014,17.ffd2!?±, 
Black will need to consider the 
advance of the three white pawns 
- b2-b4, d3-d4, f2-f4. 

16.. .@c7 17.f4 &d7 18.d4± Ble- 
cha - Kozlov, ICCF 2011. White 
has a stable advantage thanks to 
his powerful pawn-centre and the 
two bishops. He can play for a win 
for a long time without any par¬ 
ticular risk. 

About 14...£sde515.£>xe5 ®xe5 

16. a4 - see 14...®ce5. 

Following 14...£>f6, White can 
prepare the pawn-advance b2-b4: 

15. a3!? Wc 7 16.b4± 

The position is without any 
good prospects for Black after 

14...e5, since it would be bad for 
him to deploy his pawns on 
squares with the same colour as 
his bishop. 15.iLe2 Se8 16.a3 a5 

17. b4 a4 18.Bel Sc8 19.®d2 We7 
20Jfa2 cxb4 21.cxb4 ®f6 22.Sc2 
ffb7 23.Secl± Tiits - Chupin, 
ICCF 2008. 

14.. .®b8 15.d4 §d8 (15„.®b7 

16. a4 Bfb8 17.axb5 axb5 18.Sxa8 
@xa8, Ankit - A1 Sayed, Dubai 
2013 and here, White could have 
opened advantageously the posi¬ 
tion with the line: 19.dxc5!? ®xc5 
20.e5±) 16.a4 ®b7 17.axb5 axb5, 
Kryvoruchko - A1 Sayed, Dubai 
2013. Here, he overlooked the 
possibility 18.Sxa8!? §xa8 19. 
dxc5 Cixc5 20.e5± - The position 


is opened and White’s bishops be¬ 
come powerful force. 

14...&b6 15.d4 



Black’s attempt to exert pres¬ 
sure against the b2-pawn is easily 
parried by White. 15 ...£>a4 16.§e2 
®a5 17.Scl Sad8 18.Sec2 Wc 7 19. 
b3 4ib6 20.a4!? bxa4 21.bxa4 c4, 
Ponomariov - Caruana, Dort¬ 
mund 2012, 22.3b2!? £>a5 23. 
©d2± - Black’s premature activi¬ 
ty on the queenside has only led 
to the appearance of a weak pawn 
on c4. 

15...cxd4 16.cxd4 8c8 (The 
move 16...d5 weakens the c5- 
square: 17.e5 2c8 18.b3± A.Vovk 
- Chowdhury, Livigno 2012.) 17. 
b3 ®b4 18.Scl ®xa2. Black has 
won temporarily a pawn, but his 
knight has lost its way inside 
White’s camp. 19.§xc8 @xc8 20. 
®al &c3 21.®a5 £>a8 22.id2 b4 
23.®xb4 ©b5 24.ixb5 axb5 25. 
@xb5± - White has already an 
extra pawn, while Black has no 
compensation for it whatsoever, 
Zubarev - Kovchan, Alushta 
2001. 

15.®a4 
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15.. .®c7 

15.. .®b6 16.d4 §fc8 17.gacl 
bxc3 18.bxc3± Fedorchuk - Ceba- 
lo, Bastia 2013. 

15.. .@c8 16.d4± Kryvoruchko 
- Vachier Lagrave, Dubai 2014. 

16.d4 

White has not only occupied 
the centre, but has activated his 
bishop on fl too. 



16...Sfb8 

The move 16...a5, Soltanici - 
Atakisi, Istanbul 2012, weakens 
the b5-square. The simplest way 
for White to exploit this is 17. 


ib5!?£b618.@c2± 

If 16...®b6, then 17.@c2 bxc3 
18.bxc3 wa5 19.dxc5 dxc5 20. 
©d2±, with an easy game for 
White against Black’s weak pawns 
on a6 and c5, M.Muzychuk - 
Maisuradze, Cap d’Agde 2013. 

Following 16...bxc3, the posi¬ 
tion is opened in favour of White. 

17.bxc3 



17.. .gfc8 18.Sabi ®a5 19.«xa5 
£ixa5 20.§ecl± - He has two pow¬ 
erful bishops, while Black’s a6- 
pawn is very weak, Vovk - Cebalo, 
Livigno 2012. 

After 17...Sac8, Lopukhin - 
Belous, Taganrog 2014, White 
can simply capture a pawn with 

18.®xa6!?± 

17.. .e6 18.Secl ®e7 19.if4 
Bfb8 20.Babl Sxbl 21.gxbl± - 
White’s bishops exert powerful 
pressure against the weak pawns 
on a6 and d6, David - Papado- 
poulos, Porto Rio 2014. 

17.§abl!? 

After the exchange on c3, 
White prevents the penetration of 
the enemy rook to the b2-square. 
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17...e6 

This move is stronger than 17... 
®a718.cxb4 Sxb4 19.®c2 £ic6 20. 
dxc5 dxc5 21.a3 Sb7 22.Secl± and 
Black has no compensation for 
his weak pawns on a6 and c5, Efi¬ 
menko - Markos, Slovakia 2014. 

18.Seel Sa7 19.®dl a5 20. 
if4 bxc3 21.bxc3 Sxbl 22. 
Sxbl cxd4 23.cxd4 5ixd4 24. 
£ixd4 ,&xd4 25.®xd4 e5 26. 
®d2 exf4 27.®xf4± — Black has 
succeeded in simplifying the posi¬ 
tion with numerous exchanges, 
but is still too far from equality in 
view of the vulnerability of his d6- 
pawn, Ottesen - Hansen, ICCF 
2010. 

B) 8...!h5 



9.g4 

This move was for a long time 
in the shadow of the more passive 
9.d3. 

9...!g6 10.d4 

White is occupying the centre. 



10...cxd4 

The tactical justification of 
this move is that Black cannot 
capture on e4. 

For example: 10...©xe4? Il.d5, 
Goh Wei Ming - Bitoon, Tagaytay 
City 2011, ll...£b8 12.Sxe4 &xe4 
13.@a4+ £sd7 14.@xe4+- and 
White’s two minor pieces will be 
stronger in this middle game than 
Black’s rook and pawns. 

It is only slightly better for 
Black to choose here 10...i,xe4?! 
ll.Sxe4 ©xe4 12.d5 ®xf2 (or 12... 
®f6 13.dxc6 bxc6 14.c4 g6 15.©c3 
ig7 16.ie3 0-0 17.®d2± Petr - 
Kuipers, Pardubice 2013) 13.ixf2 
©b8, Kurnosov - Macieja, Nakh- 
chivan 2013, 14.®b3!?± - He is 
behind in development. Mean¬ 
while, in the forthcoming middle 
game, Black will hardly manage 
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to activate his rooks, since there 
are no open files on the board. 

10...e5 ll.d5 leads to a cramped 
position for Black, for example: 

ll...ab8 (U...£e7?! 12.&h4± and 
in order to develop his bishop on 
f8, he will have to lose a tempo to 
remove his knight from e7) 12. 
£>h4 ie7 13.®d2 0-0 14.a4 &e8 
15.®g2 ®d7 16.®c4± - White has 
much more space, while Black’s 
bishop on g6 is severely restricted 
by White’s pawns, Navara - Pa- 
padopoulos, Achaia 2013. 

Il.cxd4 

White’s threats e4-e5 and d4- 
d5 look very dangerous. 



Now, Black must make up his 
mind what defensive plan to 
choose: Bl) ll...d5orB2) ll...e5. 

Here, just like on the previous 
move, it would be bad for Black to 
opt for ll...^xe4, in view of 12. 
3xe4 ®xe413.d5± 

Following 11...e6, Zelcic - 
Brkic, Stari Mikanovci 2011, the 


game may end in a quick crush for 
Black: 12.d5! ®e5 13.®d4 h5 (13... 
exd5 14.exd5 jbcbl 15.§xbl ke7 
16.g5 ©fd7 17.f4 ®g6 18.<Sf5 0-0 
19.h4+-, White’s pawns, support¬ 
ed by the knight on f5, will smash 
all resistance on their way for¬ 
ward.) 14.g5 £ixe4 15.dxe6 fxe6 
16.&xe6 We7 17.4jf4 @xg5+ 18. 
iLg2+-, Black has no satisfactory 
defence against the sorties of his 
opponent’s knight on f4. 


Bl) 11...d5 12.exd5 

White should try to open the 
position, in order to exploit 
Black’s lag in development of his 
kingside pieces. 

12...£ixd5 13.£ic3 e6 

Following 13...®xc3 14.bxc3, 
Black has problems with the de¬ 
velopment of his kingside pieces, 
since he cannot continue with 

14,..e6? 15.d5+- and his position 
crumbles. 


14.®xd5 «xd5 15.!g2 



Black’s queen on d5 is unsta- 
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ble and White’s threat £>e5 is very 
unpleasant. 

15.. .1b4 

Black’s position is very diffi¬ 
cult after his alternatives as well. 

15.. .!e7 16.£ie5 ©b5 17.a4 
©b6, Pantazi - Bucsa, ICCF 2011, 
18.£ixg6!? hxg6 19.1e3 ©c7 20. 
Scl 0-0 21.d5 exd5 22.©xd5± - 
White’s two bishops are very pow¬ 
erful in this open position. 

15.. .5d8 16.,ig5. He develops 
his bishop with tempo. 16 ...f6 
(Black loses immediately after 

16 ..Ae717fi\e5 @d6, Jovanovic - 
Fercec, Bosnjaci 2014, 18.ixc6+! 
bxc6 19.1xe7 *xe7 20.Scl Sc8 
21.®b3 §c7 22.£ixc6+ Sxc6 23. 
©b7+-) 17.£)e5. Now, there arises 
by force an endgame with extra 
material for White. 17...©xd4 18. 
®xc6 ©xdl 19.Saxdl Bxdl 20. 
Sxdl bxc6 2lJbcc6+ if7 22 i,e3 
ie7 23.Sd7 Sc8 24.ib7 §c2 25. 
Aixa6± Adams - Williams, Shef¬ 
field 2011. 

16.&e5 



16.. .©b5 

16.. .©d6 17.M4 4')xe5 18.ixe5 
©e7 19.ixg7 Sg8 20.if6! ©xf6 
21.©a4+ if8 22.©xb4+ ig7 23. 
§adl± - Black has no compensa¬ 
tion for the pawn, Zelcic - Brkic, 
Stari Mikanovci 2011. 

17.a4 @b6, Lane - Gasanov, 
Kuala Lumpur 2011. Here, White 
could have provoked favourable 
complications with: 18.£ixg6!? 
hxg6 19.d5! Bd8 (19...ixel? 20. 
ie3! ©c7 21.dxc6 ib4 22.cxb7 
Bd8 23.©b3+-) 20.&e3 ©a5 21. 
©b3 ixel 22.dxc6 bxc6 23. 
!b6 ®d2 24.ic5 lxf2+ 25. 
ibrf2± - The tactical complica¬ 
tions have ended and the results 
are very bad for Black. White’s 
bishops are very powerful, while 
Black’s queenside pawns are weak. 


B2) ll...e5 



This move is more reliable 
than ll...d5. The position is the 
centre is stabilised and Black 
manages to castle. 
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12. £ic3 Ae7 

Following 12...exd4 13.£>xd4 
ie714.ftf5 lxf5 15.exf5 h6 16.£g2 
0-0 17.M4+, White’s bishops are 
very active. 

13. £id5 

He is simply threatening to 
capture the enemy bishop on e7. 



13.. .0.0 

13.. .£sd7 14,®xe7 ®xe7 15.d5 
&cb8 16.@c2 «d8 17.±e3 0-0 
18.Sacl± - White has an easy plan 
for actions on the c-file, while 
Black can hardly manage to or¬ 
ganise meaningful counterplay on 
the kingside, because the pawns 
on e4 and g4, impede the possible 
pawn-advance f7-f5, Lassan - 
Kachibadze, Berlin 2014. 

13.. .£sxd5 14.exd5 £sxd4 15. 
®xd4 exd4 16.f4 f5 17.®xd4 0-0 
18.g5 Se8 19.±d2± (followed by 
kc3) - Black’s minor pieces are 
passive, moreover that he must be 
constantly on the alert about the 
penetration of White’s rook to the 


weakened e6-square, Ghaem Ma- 
ghami - Ivanisevic, Jakarta 2013. 

After 13...h6 14.@b3 £a5 15. 
©a3 £>xd5 16.exd5 e4 17JM2 b5 
18.®xe4 0-0, Erwich - Nijboer, 
Netherlands 2014, 19.M4!?±, 

White has an extra pawn, despite 
its being doubled. 

14.&xe7+ Sfxe7 15.d5 £ib8 
16.ig5 



The pin of the knight is very 
unpleasant for Black, moreover 
that he has noticeably less space 
and can hardly activate his knight 
on g6. 

16.. .£ibd7 17.&d2 

White is preparing f2-f3, in or¬ 
der to protect reliably the e4- 
pawn against the attack of Black’s 
pieces. 

17.. .§fc8 

The character of the position 
remain more or less the same af¬ 
ter 17...®e8 18.f3 h5 19.®b3 hxg4 
20.hxg4 b5 21.2acl ®c5 22.@e3 
&fd7 23.b4 &a4 24.Sc6 f6 25.ih4 
@b8 26.Seel ®db6 27.if2± - The 
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c6-square is weakened in Black’s 
camp and White’s rook has occu¬ 
pied it comfortably, while Black 
cannot find good squares for his 
knights, Berzinsh - Juptner, 
Czech Republic 2013. 

18.@b3 



weakening of Black’s queenside. 

18...h6 19.Mi4 b5 20.f3 

®d8 21.Seel ©c5, Efimenko - 
Moiseenko, Kiev 2012. Now, 
White maintains a considerable 
advantage after 22.®e3!?±, fol¬ 
lowed by b4, M2, <Sb3-a5-c6. 
Black’s attempt to provoke tacti¬ 
cal complications after 22... 
£ixg4?, can be refuted by White 
with the precise line: 23.@xc5! 
®xh4 24.®xc8+ Sxc8 25. 
Sxc8+ ^h? 26.hxg4 ®g5 27. 
Sc2 f5 28.kg2 fxg4 29.fxg4 
®xg4 30.Sfl ke8 31.Sf2 h5 
32.©fl+- and in the arising 
complicated endgame his two 
rooks and a knight seem to be ob¬ 
viously stronger than Black’s 
queen and two pawns. 


Conclusion 

We have just finished the analysis of Black’s main line 7...kg4 in the 
variation with 3...£ic6. 

After 8.h3, he has two main possibilities: 8...iLxf3 and 8...Mi5. Nei¬ 
ther of them promises him an easy life, however. 

In the first variation White prepares and advances d3-d4 with M3, 
£)d2, ®dl, ?',f3. After this, he maintains a comfortable advantage 
thanks to his powerful pawn-centre and the bishop-pair. 

In the second variation, White ousts immediately the enemy bishop 
to a passive position with 10.g4. In the main line there arises a position 
in which he has extra space and more active pieces. Black can hardly 
organise any active actions on the kingside, because he is unlikely to 
manage to advance f7-f5. 
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l.e4 c5 2.&f3 d6 3.tb5+ id7 



This is a very reliable move. 
Black does not mind exchanging 
the light-squared bishops, assum¬ 
ing quite justifiably that reaching 
equality after this will become 
easier. 

4.itxd7+ £ixd7 

This move develops immedi¬ 
ately the knight. It is not so active 
on this square as on c6 however, 
because does not control the d4- 
square. 

About the strength of the move 
4...©d7 you can judge by the fact 
that it is often played by V. Anand, 
M. Carlsen, B. Gelfand, V. Ivanchuk 
and many other famous grand¬ 
masters. 

5.0-0 


This is a flexible approach. 
White makes a useful move and 
does not reveal his plans for the 
time being. He waits to see where 
Black will develop his bishop. 

After the more straightfor¬ 
ward move 5.c4, Black has a good 
counter argument - 5...£>e5!?, for 
example: 6.d4 £>xf3+ 7.gxf3 cxd4 
8.@xd4 £)f6 9.©c3 g6# Anand - 
Nepomniachtchi, Dubai 2014. 
White has occupied more space, 
but has weakened his kingside 
pawn-structure. Black has good 
counter chances in the forthcom¬ 
ing battle. 

Here, Black’s most logical 
move seems to be C) 5...®gf6, 
but before that we will analyse A) 
5...e6 and B) 5...g6. 

About 5...e5 6.c3 &gf6 7.@e2 
- see variation C. 


A) 5...e6 

The postponement of the de¬ 
velopment of the knight on g8 is 
not to be recommended to Black. 
6.®e2 
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White suggests a transposition 
to the main lines after 5...£>gf6. 

6.. .£>e7 

Black prepares the develop¬ 
ment of his knight to the g6- 
square. 

About 6...£igf6 7.b3 - see vari¬ 
ation C3. 

6.. Ae7 7.b3 M6 (7...©gf6 

8.i,b2 - see Chapter 17) 8.c3 £)e7 
9.d4 5ic6 (9...cxd4 10.cxd4 ©c6, 
Estrada Nieto - Hoelzl, Szentgot- 
thard 2001, ll.Sdl!? 0-0 12.£jc3± 
- White’s powerful pawn-centre 
provides him with better chanc¬ 
es.) lO.Sdl 0-0, Madl - Danner, 
Austria 2014, ll.M4!± Black’s d6- 
pawn needs protection and his 
pawn-advance e6-e5 would lead 
to the weakening of the d5-square. 

7.c3 

White prepares the occupation 
of the centre after d2-d4. 

7.. .£ig6 8.d4 ie7 

It is not so precise for Black to 
choose 8...cxd4, because after 9. 
cxd4, White’s knight gains access 


to the c3-square. 9 ...M.e7 10.©c3 
0-0 ll.l,e3 £ib6 12.d5 e5, Gallar¬ 
do Garcia - Guliev, Collado Vil- 
lalba 2007, 13.g3!?± Black’s 

knights on b6 and g6 are mis¬ 
placed. 



9.g3. White restricts the ene¬ 
my knight on g6 and prepares h4- 
h5. 9...0-0 10.h4 cxd4 ll.cxd4 
@a5, Zyjaginsev - Sadler, Tilburg 
1998, 12.£ic3!? ®h5 13.ie3 
Sac8 14.£id2 ®xe2 15.£ixe2± — 
White’s pieces are much more 
harmoniously deployed. 


B) 5...g6 
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6. c3 

As a rule, in this variation if 
Black plays g7-g6, then White ad¬ 
vances c2-c3, d2-d4, restricting 
the enemy dark-squared bishop. 
If Black plays e7-e6, then White 
occupies space in the centre with 
c2-c4, d2-d4, usually after the 
preliminary moves b3, i,b2. 

6...!g7 

About 6...®gf6 7.@e2 - see 
variation C2. 

7. d4 

Suddenly, Black has problems 
with the development of his king- 
side pieces. 



7...cxd4 

Naturally, it would be possible 
for him to play 7...©h6, but after 

8.h3!? 0-0 9.Sel±, his knight, 
placed at the edge of the board, 
would not beautify his position, 
Cabrilo - Milovic, Belgrade 2008. 

Following 7...e6, with the idea 
to develop the knight to e7, Black’s 
d6-pawn is weakened. 8.M4! e5 


9.dxe5 dxe5 lO.igS @c7 ll.£sa3 f6 
12.J,e3 a6 13.®c4± - He has got 
rid of his weak pawn, but has 
weakened in the process the d5 
and d6-squares and White’s 
queen and knight are headed 
there, Koenig - Terzic, Bayern 
2000 . 

7.. .©c7. Black increases his 
control over the e5-square and 
prepares £>g8-f6. 8.gel e5 (8...a6 
9.@e2!?±) 9.dxe5 dxe5 10.®a3 a6 
ll.£>c4± - The threat of the pene¬ 
tration of White’s pieces to the 
d6-square is very unpleasant for 
Black, Vlahopoulos - Efthimakis, 
Athens 1997. 

It is obviously bad for Black to 
opt for 7...<£>gf6?! 8.e5 dxe5 9. 
dxe5 fcg410.e6! This move is very 
powerful, because now, Black 
cannot accept the pawn-sacrifice. 

10...®de5 (10...fxe6 11.5ig5± and 
Black’s knight and his e6-pawn 
are under an attack) ll.@a4+ fyf8 
12.&bd2 ®d5 13.h3 &xf3+ 14. 
<Sxf3 ®e5 15.®xe5 ±xe5 16.gel. 
White does not wish to lose a tem¬ 
po to capture the f7-pawn and 
quite justifiably so. After 16...fxe6, 
it would be of no use for Black to 
have doubled pawns on the e-file. 
17.ii,h6+ i:g7 18.2adl± rychoks - 
pablano, Internet 2011. 

8.cxd4 ftgf6 

8.. .e5 9.®c3 ©gf6 (9...a6. 
Black lags considerably in devel¬ 
opment and has no time for 
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moves like this. 10.iLg5 f6 ll.JLe3 
®h6 12.dxe5 dxe5 13.«b3 b5 14. 
Sadi Sb8, Golubovic - Hagege, 
Paris 1998, 15.®e6+!? ®e7 16. 
®c6+-, followed by Sdl-d6) 10. 
Se2 a6 ll.Sdl± - White’s bishop 
is obviously more active than 
its counterpart, moreover that 
Black’s d6-pawn is very weak, 
Korotkov - Shilyaev, Izhevsk 
2010. 

8...e6 9.if4!? £ib6 10.a4 @d7 
ll.®c3± - White is threatening 
©b5 and Black can hardly com¬ 
plete his development without 
material losses, Carrizo - Triquell, 
Spain 2012. 



9.e5 dxe5 10.dxe5 £)g4 11. 
e6 

White sacrifices temporarily a 
pawn and weakens his opponent’s 
pawn-structure. 

Il...fxe6 12.£>g5 £>de5 13. 
@xd8+ Sxd8 14.ftxe6 Sd7 
(diagram) 

Black defends tenaciously. He 
sacrifices his bishop and will try 
later to trap the roaming white 
knight on the g7-square. 



15.&xg7+ *f7 16.f3 ®f6 17. 
ih6 ®g8 18.ie3 b6 19.®c3 
&xg7 20.Sfdl Sxdl+ 21.§xdl± 

The tactical complications are 
over. Black has succeeded in re¬ 
gaining the piece indeed, but his 
position is clearly worse in this 
endgame. He has more pawn-is¬ 
lands and in a fight on both sides 
of the board, White’s bishop may 
turn out to be very powerful. 


C) 5...£igf6 

Black develops his knight to an 
active position with tempo. 

6.@e2 



We will analyse now: Cl) 6... 
Sc8, C2) 6...g6 and c3) 6...e6. 
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It seems bad for Black to 
choose 6...e5, because this weak¬ 
ens the d6-pawn and the d5- 
square. 7.c3 iie7 8.d4cxd4 (8...0- 
0?! 9.dxe5 dxe5 10x4 Se8 ll.®c3 
a6 12.2dl± Gimon - Ruiz, Bolivar 
2001) 9xxd4 0-0 10.£ic3 §e8 11. 
Sdl exd4 12.Sxd4± Engedal - 
Eriksson, Hallsberg 1993. 

6...@c7 7.c3 



About 7...sc8 8.d4 - see varia¬ 
tion Cl. 

7.. .g6. This move does not look 
so logical. 8.d4 ,ig7 9.Sell? White 
is preparing e4-e5. 9...0-0 10.e5 
dxe5 ll.dxe5 ©g4 12.M4± - He 
has protected reliably his e5- 
pawn, while Black’s minor pieces 
are misplaced, Beradze - Taube, 
Batumi 2010. 

7.. .£>e5, Sukandar - Dzag- 
nidze, Tromsoe 2014, S.fexeS!? 
dxe5 9.d3 g6 10.ike3 is,g7 ll.a4 
0-012.&a3 Sfd813.&c4± - White 
has a more active bishop and a su¬ 
perior pawn-structure. 

7.. .e6 8.d4 !e7 9.e5 dxe5 10. 
dxe5 £)d5 11x4 ®b4 12.®c3 a6 
13.M4± - He has more space, but 
Black’s position is very solid and 
will be a hard nut to crack, 


Voskanyan - Ghannoum, Mon¬ 
treal 2007. 


Cl) 6...Sc8 

This is an interesting idea. 
Black is not in a hurry to deter¬ 
mine the placement of his bishop. 
7.c3 



7...e6 

He is preparing d6-d5, trying 
to place his pawns on squares of 
an opposite colour of his bishop. 

Following 7...c4, White man¬ 
ages to exchange advantageously 
his a-pawn for the enemy c-pawn. 
8.b3 ffc7 9.£sa3 cxb3 10.axb3 a6, 
Chuiko - Kozlov, Tula 2000, 11. 
c4!? e5 12.d3 ie7 13.id2 0-0 14. 
©c2 ®c615.fte3t - The light squares 
are vulnerable in Black’s camp. 

It would not be so reasonable 
for Black to try 7...'3c7, since that 
move does not prevent the occu¬ 
pation of the centre by White’s 
pawns. 8.d4 cxd4 9.cxd4 d5 (9... 
®xcl?! lO.Sxcl §xcl+ ll.ftel g6 
12.g3 ih6 13.*g2 0-0 14.£id3± - 
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Black has no compensation for 
the sacrificed piece, Gurgenidze 
- Petrushin, Beltsy 1977.) 10.e5 
&e4 ll.£ibd2 ffc2. Black’s plan 
seems to be anti-positional, be¬ 
cause he will fail to preserve his 
pieces on active positions due to 
his lag in development. 12.£>el 
@c6 13.£sb3 Hg6 14Jfb5 §c7, 
Ghinda - Miles, Dortmund 1979, 
15.£id3!? e6 16.£sf4 ®f5 17.f3+- 
and Black loses his knight. 

8.d4 cxd4 9.cxd4 



9.. .d5 

9.. .<&b6 10.£ic3 !e7 U.M4 0-0 
12.§fcl± - White has more space 
and this provides him with a slight 
but stable advantage, Klosterfrau 

- Thebrokenking, playchess 2006. 

Black’s position remains solid 
but somewhat passive following 

9...!e7 10.£sc3 0-0 (10...©b6 11. 
M4 - see 9...£>b6) 11.e5 £se8, Wahls 

- Mainka, Dortmund 1989, 12. 
Sdl d5 13.id2 ®c714.£>el. White 
prepares the transfer of his queen 
to the kingside. 14...£ia6 15.@g4 


*h8 16.®e2 &b4 17.&f4 ©c6 18. 
£sf3± - There has arisen a posi¬ 
tion of the French Defence type 
and White maintains an advan¬ 
tage thanks to his extra space and 
the possibility to begin active op¬ 
erations on the kingside. 

10.e5 £se4 

It may be interesting for Black 
to try here 10...®g8!?. The posi¬ 
tion is closed and Black’s loss of 
time is not so important. Il.©c3 
©e712.Jig5. White must play very 
energetically; otherwise, if Black 
manages to complete the develop¬ 
ment of his kingside pieces, later, 
the superiority of his “good” bish¬ 
op over White’s “bad” bishop may 
become a telling factor in the fu¬ 
ture. 12 ...a6 13.Sacl h6 14.if4 ®b6 
15.@d3 ©c6 16.£)d2 «h4 17.®e2 
±e7 18.&f3 @g4 19.«b3 !d8, Te- 
terev - Mihajlovskij, Minsk 2007. 
Here, White could have trans¬ 
ferred his bishop to a more active 
position with the line: 20.h3!? @g6 
21.id2 0-0 22.!b4 §e8 23.1d6± 

ll.ie3 
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He is preparing £\el and f2-f3. 

11.. .1e7 

11.. .1b4 12.£sel ixel 13.§xel 
ffh4 14.f3 gc2, Slipak - Bron- 
stein, Buenos Aires 1992,15.ffdl! 
White is parrying with precise 
moves his opponent’s premature 
activity. 15...gxb2 16.fxe4 @xe4 
17.£>d2+-, Black’s compensation 
for the knight is insufficient. 

Following ll...@b6 12.ftel f6 

13. f3 ®g5, Iordachescu - Timo¬ 
feev, Moscow 2007, White can 
open advantageously the posi¬ 
tion. 14.exf6!? £>f7. Black sacrific¬ 
es a pawn and is trying to seize the 
initiative (White organises a pow¬ 
erful attack after 14...gxf6 15.£>c3 
ie7 16.£d3 0-0 17.gael 3fe8 18. 
f4 4ie4 19.f5 ®xc3 20.bxc3 exf5 
21.gxf5± It would be very difficult 
for Black to redeploy his pieces 
for an effective defence of his 
king.). 15.fxg7 ±xg7 16.£>c3 0-0 
(16...ixd4 17..ixd4 @xd4+ 18.gf2 
We5 19.£d3 @d6 20.gel±. Black’s 
king is vulnerable, as well as his 
e6-pawn.) 17.gdl 4ld6 18.if2 
gfe8 19.5ia4. White is transfer¬ 
ring his knight to the c5-square in 
order to trade the defender of the 
e5-square - the knight on d7.19... 
®c6 20.©c5 ®b5 21.ftxd7 @xd7 
22 .f4 a6 23.4lf3± White has an ex¬ 
tra pawn and a better position. 

11.. .£ib6 12.£iel ®c4 13.®d3 f5 

14. f3 4jg5, Wahls - Kasparov, 
Hamburg 1985, 15.M2!?±, fol¬ 
lowed by b2-b3, ousting Black’s 


knight from its active position. 

12.5lel f5 13.&d3 0-0 14.f3 
£\g5 15.51 c3 £>f7 16.Bfcl @b6 
17.1f2 Sfe8 18.Sc2+ White has 
more space and can organise an 
offensive on the kingside (h3, g4), 
as well as on the queenside (gal- 
cl, 4'\a4-c5), rychoks - zockz, In¬ 
ternet 2011. 


C2) 6...g6 



Now, just like after 5...g6 (var¬ 
iation B), it would be very diffi¬ 
cult for Black to obtain a good 
game, because he is practically 
helpless against White’s plan, 
connected with c2-c3, d2-d4 and 
e4-e5. 

7. c3 !g7 

About 7...e5 8.d4 Ag7 9.dxe5 
- see 7..Ag7. 

8. d4 cxd4 

8...e6 9.e5 dxe5 10.dxe5 fid 5 
11.c4 fie7 12.fic3± Morovic Fer¬ 
nandez - Clavijo, Cali 2001. 
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The move 8...e5 leads to the 
weakening of the d5-square. 9. 
dxe5 dxe5 10.c4 0-0 11.©c3 ge8, 
Etmans - Spaan, Netherlands 
1994, 12.iig5!?± and the threat of 
the penetration of White’s knight 
to d5 is very unpleasant for Black. 

8...«b6 9.e5 dxe510.dxe5 5d5 
11.c4 5sb4 12.5jc3± (followed by 
M4) - White’s e5-pawn cramps 
considerably Black’s minor pieces, 
Hecht - Wittmann, Germany 1982. 

The move 8...0-0 leads to a 
difficult position for Black. 9.e5 
dxe5 10.dxe5 5sg4 11.M4 ®b6 
(ll...@c7 12.gel e6 13.©bd2 ©h6 
14.5>e4 ©f5 15.Hadl± and he can¬ 
not play 15...5jxe5?, because of 
16.5ixe5 kxe5 17.&f6+ Cherny¬ 
shov - Kahn, Budapest 1999.) 12. 
5sa3 @e6 13.8fel± Once again 
White’s e5-pawn cramps consid¬ 
erably Black’s pieces, Raidna - 
Raidaru, Estonia 2001. 

9.cxd4 



9...0—0 


After 9...d5 10.e5 5>e4, Black 
fails to preserve his knight at the 
centre of the board. 11.5>el 2c8, 
Hangweyrer - Mujovic, Vienna 
1998, 12.5id3!? h6 13.ie3 0-0 
14.f3 &g5 15.©c3 ©e6 16.f4 5lb6 
17.f5 gxf5 18.2.xf5-> White has 
ousted the enemy knight from its 
active position and begins an at¬ 
tack. 

9...e6 10.£>c3 ©b6 (10...0-0 

11. M4 - see 9...0-0) ll.a4 gc8, 
Ristic - Paunovic, Brezovica 
1988. White can begin immedi¬ 
ately active actions, without even 
waiting for his opponent to evacu¬ 
ate his king away from the centre: 

12. a5!? 5sc413.aa4 5ixa514.®b5+ 
©c6 15.d5 a6 16.«xb7± 

The pawn-move 9...e5 restricts 
considerably the bishop on g7. 
10.dxe5 dxe5 ll.Sdl ffb8, Bhat - 
Bu, Seattle 2001 (It is worse for 
Black to choose here 11...©e7, be¬ 
cause after 12.b3, the move iia3 
will be very unpleasant for him. 

12...0-0 13.1a3 5)c5 14.£>c3 gfd8 
15.5)a4 b6, Maki Uuro - Alfred, 
Budapest 2000, 16.±xc5!? bxc5 
17.g3± Black’s bishop is very 
“bad” and his queenside pawns 
are weakened.) 12.5>c3!? 0-0 13. 
ig5 gc8 14.©d2 a6 15.&c4± - It 
would be very difficult for him to 
activate his bishop on g7 and to 
neutralise the pressure of White’s 
pieces. 

10.£>c3 e6 
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After 10...£sb6 ll.ig5 §c8, 
Meier - Adly, Heraklio 2002, 
White has the active resource 12. 
a4!? - he wishes to oust his oppo¬ 
nent’s knights with the moves a4- 
a5 and e4-e5. 12...a6 13.§fcl h6 
14.ixf6 ixf6 15.a5 ©d7 16.e5 
dxe5 17.dxe5 kg7 18.e6 £sc5 
19.exf7+ §xf7 20.§dl± Black’s 
pawn-structure has been compro¬ 
mised. 

li.M4 



ll...«b8 

Black should better defend 
passively. 

He ends up in a worse position 
after the more active line: 11... 
@b6 12.§acl Sac8 13.gfdl §fd8, 
Bauyrzhan - Kaminnik, Kaluga 
2013, 14.e5!? dxe5 15.dxe5 ®e8 

16..ig5± and White forces a weak¬ 
ening of Black’s kingside. 

12.gfdl £)h5 13.1e3± - 
White has a powerful pawn-cen¬ 
tre and much more actively placed 
pieces, Fusthy - Nemeth, Buda¬ 
pest 1997. 


C3) 6...e6 7.b3 



White’s plan includes c2-c4, 
d2-d4, but before that he wishes 
to deploy his bishop to the long 
diagonal. 

7.. .g6 

This is a very original decision. 
Black has played e7-e6 on his pre¬ 
vious move, but this does not 
mean that he is obliged to develop 
his bishop on e7 (about 7...iie7 - 
see Chapter 17). 

7.. .®c7 8.1b2 !e7 9.c4 - see 
Chapter 17. 

The move 7...©e5 leads to the 
weakening of Black’s pawn-struc¬ 
ture. 8.£sxe5 dxe5 9.i,b2 &d7 10. 
d3. White’s plan includes the 
transfer of the knight to the c4- 
square. 10....ie7 ll.©d2 0-0 12. 
©c4 ®c7 13.a4 b6 14.®g4 !f6 15. 
Sael a6, Rublevsky - Mikrut, 
Warsaw 2010. White has de¬ 
ployed perfectly his pieces and 
now can begin active operations 
in the centre and on the kingside. 
16.f4! exf4 17.e5 ie7 18.Sxf4 ©c6 
19.5id2± The threat 5je4-f6 is very 
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unpleasant for Black. 

7.. .a6 8.ib2 ®c7 (8...ie7 9.c4 
- see Chapter 17) 9.c4 g6 10. 
®g5!? White abandons the plan 
connected with the pawn-advance 
d2-d4 and begins to prepare f2- 
f4. 10...h6 ll.£ih3 ig7 12.f4 0-0 
13.d3 b5 14.&d2 bxc4 15.dxc4 a5, 
Bologan - Ehlvest, Yerevan 1996. 
Here, White could have seized the 
initiative with 16.e5!? dxe5 17. 
fxe5 foh7 18.<7jf3 a4 19.fo{2 Sfb8 
20.®e3 Sa6 21.gfdl±, followed by 
®e4-d6-b5, neutralising his op¬ 
ponent’s counterplay on the 
queenside and preserving the ini¬ 
tiative thanks to his more actively 
placed pieces. 

8.c3 

There has arisen a position, 
similar to the variation C2 (6... 
g6), but with the inclusion of the 
moves b2-b3 and e7-e6. This cir¬ 
cumstance is in favour of Black, 
but is not sufficient for him to 
equalise. 

8.. .1g7 9.d4 0-0 10.£)bd2 



10...@c7 


Following 10...cxd4 ll.cxd4 
®a5, Geenen - D’Adamo, Eng¬ 
land 1999, White can prepare the 
development of his bishop to an 
active position with 12.a4!? gfc8 
13.ia3 d5 14.e5 ®h5 15.g3 ih6 
16.gfcl± and having extra space 
provides him with a slight but sta¬ 
ble advantage. 

Or 10...gc8 ll.ib2 cxd4 (11... 
®c7 12.Bfel cxd4 13.cxd4 - see 

10.. Jfc7) 12.cxd4 ffa5 13.®d3!?±, 
followed by a2-a4, Sfcl, h2-h3. 

Il.ii.b2 



11.. .5fc8 

After ll...cxd412.cxd4 gfc813. 
e5 dxe5 14.dxe5 fod5 15.&c4 M8, 
Ulibin - Zagrebelny, Kstovo 1997, 
16.gacl!? foc5 17.g3±, White has a 
much easier game. It is also es¬ 
sential that Black cannot organise 
any active actions on the queen- 
side with a7-a5, since White will 
counter this with 5T3-d4-b5-d6. 

11.. .8ac8 12.gfel cxd4 13.cxd4 
gfd8 14.e5 foe8 15.gacl @b8 
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16.Qc4. White’s knight will exert 
powerful pressure against Black’s 
position from this square. 16...d5. 
He ousts White’s knight, but re¬ 
duces the pressure against the e5- 
square. 17.£e3 Sxcl 18.ilxcl Sc8, 
Egin - Doroshkievich, Sochi 1997. 
Here, White could have prepared 
the trade of the bishops in order 
to exploit the vulnerability of the 
dark squares in Black’s camp: 19. 
©g4!? @c7 20.±h6@c2 2lJfe3!->. 
White’s threats are very powerful 
and Black’s attempt to capture a 
pawn loses immediately after 21... 
®xa2? 22.±xg7 <Sxg7 23.£ih6+ 
&f8 24.g4! White prevents ©f5. 

24...®a3 25.®g5+- 

12.Sfela6 

12...d5 13.e5 ®h5 14.c4 lh6, 
Klauner - Schuster, ICCF 2003 
and here, White should restrict 
the enemy knight on h5 with the 
move 15.g3!?± 

13.e5 £>e8 14.h4 
(diagram) 

White advances his h-pawn 
with the idea to weaken the ene¬ 
my king shelter. 



14...b5 15.h5 ®b7 16.hxg6 
hxg6 17.Sfd3 cxd4 

It would be worse for Black to 
choose here 17...d5 18.©g5 a5, 
Geenen - Lexa, England 1999, in 
view of 19.@h3!?± and White’s 
threats on the h-file become very 
dangerous. 

18.cxd4 @d5 19.®e3 §c2. 
Black’s threats on the c-file are 
harmless for White. 20.Sabi 
§ac8 21.£>e4 b4, Rublevsky - 
Neverov, St Petersburg 1995. 
Here, it seems very strong for 
White to continue with 22. 
Sf4!?±, followed by &g5. Black is 
incapable of protecting his f7- 
pawn without weakening consid¬ 
erably his position. 


Conclusion 

In this chapter, we have analysed the lines after 4...®xd7, with the 
exceptions of 7..Ae7. 

The specific of this variation is that White does not occupy immedi¬ 
ately the centre with his pawns (c2-c4, d2-d4), but waits to see where 
Black will develop his bishop. It is advantageous for White not to reveal 
immediately his plans - 0-0, @e2. If Black plays g7-g6, then White 
should play c2-c3 and d2-d4, restricting the fianchettoed enemy bish¬ 
op and impeding the development of the knight on f6 (the threat e4- 
e5). 
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l.e4 c5 2.&f3 d6 3.ib5+ Id74.1xd7+ 
&xd7 5.0-0 &gf6 6.©e2 e6 7.b3 ie7 
8.1b2 



8 ... 0-0 

Black can hardly continue the 
game without this move. 

About 8...a6 9.c4 0-0 10.d4 - 
see 8...0-0. 

The move 8...e5 leads to a 
considerable weakening of the 
light squares. 9.d3 0-0 10.®c3 a6 
ll.£sd2 b5 12.a4 b4 13.£>dl @c7 
14.5je3± Pott - Munoz Sanchez, 
LSS2008. 

8...@c7 9x4 ®e5 (9...0-0 10. 
d4 - see 8...0-0) 10.d4 ©xf3+ 11. 
®fxf3 cxd4 12.ixd4 0-0 13.£ic3 
a6, Bus - Levin, Pardubice 1994, 
14.§fdl!?± - White’s game is 
much easier. Black cannot organ¬ 


ise active actions on the queen- 
side, because after 14...b5?!, White 
has the resource 15.cxb5 e5 16.b6! 
@c6 17.§acl! exd4 18.©d5 We8 
19,£>c7 @d8 20.e5 dxe5 2lJfxa8 
®fxa8 22.©xa8 Sxa8 23.b7gf8 24. 
f4+- and his b7-pawn will cost 
Black a piece. 

9.c4 



White will play d2-d4 on his 
next move. Black must either pre¬ 
vent this radically with the move 
- A) 9...e5, or prepare the open¬ 
ing of the position in the centre 
with B) 9...Se8, or C) 9...a6. 

About 9...Sc8 10.d4 cxd4 11. 
©xd4 a6 12.©c3 - see variation 
C2. 
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As for 9...®b6 10.d4 cxd4 11. 
2ixd4 a6 (ll...Sfe8 12.§dl - see 
variation B) 12.§dl - see varia¬ 
tion C5. 

Following 9...©h5, the sim¬ 
plest reaction for White would be 
to restrict the enemy knight with 
10.g3!?± Yap - Polao, Manila 
2010 . 

It seems premature for Black 
to try the pawn-break in the cen¬ 
tre 9...d5, because White is much 
better prepared for it. 10.e5 2';h5 
(10...<2164? ll.&el! f6, Hlousek - 
Vetter, corr. 2001,12.d3!? ©g513. 
f4 £sf7 14.cxd5+-) 11.g3 dxc4 12. 
bxc4 Wb6 13.d3 g6 14.£)c3±. 
Black’s kingside has been weak¬ 
ened and his knight is horribly 
misplaced at the edge of the 
board, mokus - goodbishop, In¬ 
ternet 2008. 

9...®c7 10.d4 cxd4 (10...gad8. 
Black’s reluctance to exchange on 
d4 seems a bit strange, since this 
is in fact the main strategical idea 
of the Sicilian Defence. 11.2x3 a6, 
Gijsen - D’Hondt, Geraardsber- 
gen 2009, 12.d5± - White has a 
space advantage and a more ac¬ 
tive bishop.) Il.©xd4 2X5 (11... 
sfe8 12.2X3 - see variation B; 

11...a6 - see variation C3) 12.2X3 
2X6 13.‘2x2. White’s knight is 
headed for the e3-square from 
where it will prevent Black’s free¬ 
ing pawn-advance d6-d5. 13... 
gfe8 14.2X3 §ad8 15.§acl ®a516. 
gfdl ®g517.g3 ®g6, Kostin - Shty- 


ka, Voronezh 2008, 18.f3!?, fol¬ 
lowed by the doubling of the rooks 
on the d-file. Black’s position re¬ 
mains solid but very passive. 


A) 9...e5 10.2X3 



White will be incapable of ad¬ 
vancing d2-d4 now, so he changes 
his plan for actions. He should try 
to control the d5-square (2jf3-el- 
c2-e3) and to advance f2-f4. 

10.. .2X8 

About 10...2X5 ll.g3 g6 12. 
2xi-seel0...g6. 

10.. .g6 11.2X1 2X5 (ll...Se8, 
Rozentalis - Eingorn, Kharkov 
1985, 12.2X2±) 12.g3. White re¬ 
stricts the enemy knight. 12...®e8 
13.2',g2 a6 14.aael Sb8, Reinder- 
man - Van der Wiel, Wi jk aan Zee 
2000, 15.2X3± (followed by 2X3- 
d5, d3, f4) - Black is incapable of 
countering White’s kingside ac¬ 
tivity. 

It seems too slow for Black to 
transfer his knight to the d4- 
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square, because White manages 
in the meantime to prepare the 
pawn-advance f2-f4. 10... ©b8 11. 
d3 ©c6 12.©d2 ©d4 13.@dl a6 
14.f4 exf4 15.§xf4 b5 16.3fl Sb8 
17.©f3 ©e6 18.®d2 §b7 19.§ael± 
Black has a “bad” bishop and his 
pieces are not well coordinated, 
Rublevsky - Rashkovsky, Elista 
1994. 

10...2e8. He is preparing the 
transfer of his knight to the e6- 
square. ll.©el ©f8 12.©c2 ©e6 

13. ©e3 M8, Gilberto Hernandez 
- Castella Garcia, Cullera 2004, 

14. d3!? g6 15.©cd5 ©xd5 16. 
©xd5±. White’s minor pieces are 
obviously more active. 

11.©el ©c712.©c2 



12...g6 

Black would not achieve any¬ 
thing meaningful with the trans¬ 
fer of his knight to the d4-square. 

12...©e6 13.©e3 ©d4 14.@g4 ©f6 
15.@dl ©e6. Now, in order to pre¬ 
vent f2-f4, he will have to retreat 
his knight from the centre. 16.d3 


©d7 17.g3 g6 18.©cd5±. Black’s 
bishop is severely restricted in its 
movements by his own pawns, 
while White’s knight has occupied 
a dominating position at the cen¬ 
tre of the board, Gavrilov - Amer- 
zianov, Kazan 2014. 

The correct evaluation of the 
position remains the same after 

12..J,f6 13.©e3 ©e6, Hernandez 
- Mecking, Mallorca 2004 14. 
©cd5!?±, or 12...Ig5 13.©e3 ©f6 

14. g3 ©e615.@d3± Yudasin - Shi- 
rov, Ljubljana 1995 and in both 
lines the dominance over the d5- 
square provides White with a sta¬ 
ble advantage. 

13.©e3 !f6 14.Sd3 ©b6 

15. a4!? 



Now, the threat of ousting his 
knight forces Black to place an¬ 
other pawn on a square of a same 
colour as his bishop. 

15...a5 16.©b5 ©xb5 17. 
axb5± - Black’s “bad” bishop 
dooms him to a long and passive 
defence, Geenen - Hollis, Eng¬ 
land 1999. 
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B) 9...Se8 10.d4 cxd4 11. 

£)xd4 



ll...®b6 

Black will hardly manage to 
continue the game without the 
move a7-a6 in similar positions. 

Here, we will analyse only var¬ 
iations in which Black either re¬ 
frains from this move, or post¬ 
pones it. 

About ll...a6 12.©c3, or 11... 
M8 12.©c3 a6 13.Sadl - see vari¬ 
ation C4. 

11 ...d5, Shabanov - Vitolinsh, 
Lvov 1986. This attempt to exploit 
the juxtaposition of the rook on 
e8 and White’s queen would not 
equalise for Black either. 12.e5!? 
®e4 13.cxd5 exd5 14.e6 ®dc5 15. 
exf7+ *xf7 16.f3 ®g5 17.ftc3 if6 
18.®d2± Black’s isolated d5-pawn 
is weak, moreover that his king is 
not so reliably protected as its 
white counterpart. 

Following ll...ffc7 12.ftc3, 
Black fails to free his position 
with a pawn-break in the centre. 


12...d5 (12...a6 13.§adl, or 12... 
M8 13.Sadi a6 14.f4 - see varia¬ 
tion C4) 13.cxd5 exd5 14.Sacl 
@b8 15.©f5. After the removal of 
Black’s pawn from e6, White’s 
knight has gained access to the 
excellent f5-square. 15...M8 16. 
Sfdl ©b6, Akopian - Zarkua, 
Dubai 2011. Here, White had the 
possibility to increase his advan¬ 
tage in a tactical way: 17.£)e3!? 
dxe4 (17...ftxe4 18.©cxd5 ftxdS 
19.&xd5 &c3 20.©f6+ gxf6 21. 
@g4+ l:g7 22Jbcc3+. Blackhasno 
compensation for the compro¬ 
mised position of his king.) 18. 
&b5 Sc8 19.ixf6 gxf6 20Jfg4+ 
*h8 21.Bxc8 lfxc8 22.@f4 ie7 
23.@xe4± - His pawn-structure 
on the kingside has been weak¬ 
ened, while the threats of White’s 
queen and knight (W5, @g4) 
against the enemy king may be¬ 
come very dangerous. 

12.§dl 



White protects his knight in 
order to be able later to continue 
with ®c3. 

12. ..£)c5 
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About 12...a6 13.€jc 3 - see var¬ 
iation C5. 

As for 12...M8 13.©c3 ®c5 
14.£>c2, or 12...§ad8 13.£)c3 ®c5 
14.®c2 - see 12...©c5. 

13. ®c3 Sad8 

Following 13...MS, Maki - Yr- 
jola, Finland 1992, White should 
prevent his opponent’s pawn- 
break in the centre d6-d5 with the 
move 14.£>c2!?± and would main¬ 
tain the advantage thanks to his 
extra space. 

14. ©c2 a6, Bojkov - Dabetic, 
Cetinje 2009, 15.Sd2!?± (fol¬ 
lowed by the doubling of the rooks 
on the d-file) - Black will hardly 
manage to obtain counterplay, 
since he will have difficulties to 
organise the freeing pawn-breaks 
d6-d5, or b7-b5. 


C) 9...a6 10.d4 cxd4 11. 
©xd4 



There has arisen the basic po¬ 


sition of the variation with 3.. .kd7 
4.jbcd7+ 5ixd7. 

Similar set-ups for Black have 
been named in the chess theory as 
“hedgehog”, because his pawns, 
deployed on the sixth rank, re¬ 
semble the spikes of the hedge¬ 
hog. Still, this position is consid¬ 
erably different from the standard 
set-ups. The point is that the 
light-squared bishops are absent 
from the board. This is much 
rather in favour of White, because 
it would be very difficult for Black 
to accomplish the freeing pawn- 
break d7-d5 without the light- 
squared bishop in the forthcom¬ 
ing complicated middle game 
fight. In addition, White can easi¬ 
ly advance his kingside pawns 
without being afraid that the 
weakening of his king might be¬ 
come a telling factor in the fu¬ 
ture. 

Therefore, contrary to the usu¬ 
al “hedgehogs”, Black cannot or¬ 
ganise any active counterplay and 
is forced to defend passively. 

We will analyse now: Cl) 11... 
®a5, C2) ll...Sc8, C3) 11... 
Wc7, C4) ll...Se8, C5) 11... 
STb6. 


Cl) ll...@a5 

This plan for Black is encoun¬ 
tered very often. He is preparing 
■§fa5-h5, with the idea to defend a 
slightly inferior endgame after the 
exchange of the queens. 

12.®c3 ®h5 
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12.. .gac8 13.Sadi - see varia¬ 
tion C2. 

12.. .5.e8 13.Sadi - see varia¬ 
tion C4. 

12.. .gfc8 13.gadlif8 (It seems 
too passive for Black to play here 

13...©e8, Marciano - Relange, 
Belfort 1997, since after 14.f4!?±, 
White’s pieces are noticeably 
more actively placed, while Black 
must be constantly on the alert 
about the possibility f4-f5.) 14. 
*hl £>c5 15.f4 b5. This attempt to 
organise counterplay backfires. 
16.e5 b4 17.exf6 bxc3, Bushkov - 
Voitsekhovsky, Kazan 2009, 18. 
fxg7! Jixg7 19.ial± - Black’s king 
is vulnerable and his c3-pawn is 
away from the rest of his forces 
and is seriously endangered. 



13.©xh5 £>xh5 14.5adl £c5 

(14...gac8 15.f4 - see variation 
C2) 15.f4 Sfe8 16.g3 Sad8 17. 
&g2±, followed by 'if3 and the 
advance of White’s kingside 
pawns. He will double later his 
rooks on the d-file in order to ex¬ 
ploit the weakness of the d6-pawn 


and Black will be doomed to a 
long and laborious defence, Liiva 
- Sedlak, Heraklio 2007. 


C2) ll...Sc8 

This move is typical for the Si¬ 
cilian Defence. Black’s rook occu¬ 
pies the semi-open file. 

12.&C3 



12.. .@a5 

12.. .5.7 13.§adl - see varia¬ 
tion C3. 

12.. .ge8 13.gadl - see varia¬ 
tion C4. 

After the development of 
White’s knight on the c3-square, 
it does not seem logical for Black 
to opt for 12..Jfb6 13.gadl (13. 
gfdl - see variation C5) 13...®e5 
14.*hl ®c6 15.£sxc6 ®xc6 16.f4± 
and despite the trade of two cou¬ 
ples of minor pieces, White has 
excellent attacking prospects, 
connected with e4-e5, 5te4, or 
gf3-h3(g3), Mainka - Van de 
Plassche, Germany 2003. 
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13.Sadi 



13.. .5fe8 

Black prepares the retreat of 
his bishop to the f8-square. 

13.. .1x18. The transfer of the 
bishop to the a7-gl diagonal looks 
too slow. 14.f4 !b6 15.4hl lc5, 
Heilmann - Vetter, Email 2008. 
Here, White could have obtained 
good attacking chances with 16. 
£>c2!?@c717.g4-> 

It seems rather passive for 
Black to choose 13...®e8 14. ( £hl 
lf6 15.f4± Now, after the careless 
move 15...®c7?!, White followed 
with 16.5ja4!± and suddenly 
Black’s queen was terribly endan¬ 
gered due to the threat !c3, Ala- 
vkin - Loskutov, Samara 2002. 

After 13...b5?! 14.cxb5, Black 
fails to exploit the insufficient 
protection of White’s knight on 
c3: 14...Sxc3, Haugli - Moen, Oslo 
1984,15.1xc3! ®xc3 16.®c6. Now 
Black is forced to part with his 
bishop on e7, since after 16...Se8, 
White has the resource 17.§cl+- 


The endgame is clearly inferi¬ 
or for Black after 13...@h5, Adams 
- Kengis, Aarhus 1997, 14,Wxh5 
A,xh5 15.f4± 

14.f41T8 

14,..b5. Here, just like on the 
previous move, Black had better 
refrain from this freeing pawn- 
break. 15.e5 b4 16.exf6 bxc3 17. 
ixc3 «xc3 18.fxe7 ®f6 19.g4 d5 
20.g5 £ie4, Ivanchuk - Miton, 
Havana 2006. Now, White has a 
clear-cut plan to maintain the ad¬ 
vantage: 21.cxd5!? exd5 22.<545 
Hc5+ 23Jfe3 g6 24.b4 ®xe3+ 
25.£ixe3 $ic3 26.®xd5 ftxd5 27. 
§xd5 §xe7 28.a3 se2 29.af2± and 
he has all the chances of realising 
his extra pawn in this endgame 
with four rooks. 

15.&hl 



15...®h5 

It would be too risky for Black 
to try here 15...e5, since this move 
presents White with the d5 and 
f5-squares. 16.£if5 b5 17.fxe5! 
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©xe5 18.©xd6 Jtxd6 19.§xd6 
bxc4, Frank - Kiese, corr. 1996, 
20.b4! ®xb4 21.§dxf6 §b8 22. 
S6f2 fid3 23.ial &xf2+ 24.®xf2± 
- In this middle game White’s 
bishop and knight seem obviously 
stronger than Black’s rook and 
pawns. 

16.£if3 



After White has advanced f2- 
f4, he may refrain from trading 
the queens, because his attacking 
prospects look very attractive in 
this middle game. 

16...SC5 

Black wishes to prevent e4-e5. 
His efforts are in vain, however... 

The alternatives are not any 
better for him either: 16...§c7 17. 
e5 dxe5 18.fxe5 ftg4 19.©e4± 
Ovetchkin - Lerner, Moscow 
2002, or 16...@h6, Rosito - Ri- 
cardi, Argentina 1995, 17.e5!? 
©h5 18.®f2 £sxf4 19.©el+- 

It is possible that the least of 
evils for Black may be the move 

16...e5!?±, weakening the posi¬ 


tion, but preventing radically the 
pawn-break e4-e5. 

17.e5 dxe5 18.g4! 

This tactical strike is decisive. 

18...£)xg4 19.§xd7 exf4 20. 
£se4n —, White’s minor piece 
seems stronger than Black’s three 
pawns in this middle game, 
Rublevsky - Czebe, Bastia 2004. 


C3) ll...©c7 



Black’s set-up - @c7, Sa8-c8, 
af8-e8 is very often encountered 
in similar positions and will be 
analysed in details by us in the 
variation C4 (ll...se8). 

Here, we will only deal with 
lines in which Black refrains from 
Sf8-e8. 

12.£ic3 §ac8 

After 12...§fb8, Nei - Jasni- 
kowski, Espoo 1989, White has 
the simple resource 13.§adl!?±, 
followed by active actions in the 
centre and on the kingside. Mean¬ 
while, Black’s forces are too far 
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from the focus of the events on 
the board and this may tell in the 
future. It is rather difficult for him 
to prepare the pawn-break b7-b5 
as well. 

It would be too slow for Black 
to try 12...b6 13.Sadl Bfe8 14.f4 
M8, Acs - Nezad, Pardubice 2003. 
Here, White can begin an imme¬ 
diate pawn-onslaught on the king- 
side with 15.g4!? ®c5 16.g5 £jfd7 
17.@g2±, followed by h4-h5, f5, g6. 

12...Bfd8 13.f4 &e8 14.f5 ±f6, 
Kuehnel - Khrenov, ICCF 1985, 
15.§adl± - White’s pieces are ob¬ 
viously more actively placed. 



13.8adl 8fd8 14.&hl ®e5 
15.f4 £ic6 16.£c2 @b8 17.g4± 

(followed by g5) - Black has less 
space and will have great difficul¬ 
ties to regroup his forces for an ef¬ 
fective defence of his kingside, 
Brynell - Zagorskis, Berlin 1994. 


C4) ll...Se8 

This is a good move. Black is 
preparing M8. Meanwhile, now 


White must be constantly on the 
alert about the possibility d6-d5, 
after which the juxtaposition of 
Black’s rook on e8 and White’s 
queen may be unfavourable for him. 

12.£c3 



12.. .@c7 

About 12...§c8 13.Badl M8 
(13...@a514.f4 - see variation C2; 

13...@c714.f4 - see 12...«c7) 14.f4 
ffa5 (14...®c7 15.g4!? - see 12... 
@c7) 15.t5hl - see variation C2. 

The move 12...@b6 would be 
more effective before the develop¬ 
ment of White’s knight on c3, like 
in the variation C5. 13.8adl Bad8 
14.±hl g6 15.f4± Black’s position 
is cramped and he must worry 
about White’s possible threat f4- 
f5, Antonio - Sadler, Biel 1993. 

12.. .®a5 13.8adl Bad8 (13... 
Bac8 14.f4 - see variation C2) 
14.f4 ®f8 15.*hl «h5 16.ffxh5 
©xh5 17.g3 <Sjf6 18.'ig2± White 
has more space and Black’s d6- 
pawn is very weak, Dvoretzky - 
Szilagyi, Hungary 1978. 
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12...M8 13.Sadl @a5 (13...®c7 
14.f4 - see 12...@c7) 14.f4 gad8 
(14...Bac8 15,'i-hl - see variation 
C2) 15.*hl ®h5 16.Wxh5 £ixh5 
17.g3 5:hf6 18.gfel £)c5± Wich- 
mann - Gruhn, Germany 2001. 

13.§adl 



About 13...Sad8 14.f4 if8 
15.*hl, or 13...§ac8 14.f4 if8 15. 
g4!? - see 13...M8. 

After the active line: 13...@c5 

14, §d3 £se5, Akopian - Illescas 
Cordoba, Ubeda 1997, the sim¬ 
plest reaction for White would be 

15. Bd2±, preserving all the advan¬ 
tages of his position. 

It seems rather premature for 
Black to accomplish the pawn- 
break in the centre 13...d5?! 14. 
cxd5 exd5 15.?)f5 dxe4 16.£sd5 
©xd5 17.@g4± - He will have 
great problems to neutralise the 
activity of his opponent’s pieces, 
Ulibin - Knoppert, Leeuwarden 
1995. 


14.f4 §ac8 

About 14...e5 15.<5jf5 b5 16. 
cxb5 - see 14...b5. 

The move 14...b5 leads to a 
complicated position which is in 
favour of White. 15.cxb5 e5 16. 
©f5 axb5, Ulibin - Ruban, Santa 
Clara 1991. Here, after the simple 
move 17.4hl±, Black is deprived 
of his tactical chances, connected 
with the check on the gl-a7 diago¬ 
nal. 

Following 14.,.Bad8 15. A hi 
g6, Brynell - Akesson, Gausdal 
2001, White can begin an imme¬ 
diate pawn-offensive on the king- 
side with 16.g4!? J2,g7 17.@g2± 



15.g4!? 

You can see once again how 
the absence of the light-squared 
bishops turns out to be in favour 
of White. He can bring his g-pawn 
into the attack without being 
afraid of the weakening of the hl- 
a8 diagonal. 

15...h6 16.h4->, followed by 
g4-g5, opening files on the king- 
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side. Black’s defence will not be 
easy at all, because he will have 
problems to bring his queenside 
pieces to assist in the protection 
of his king, due to his lack of 
space. 


C5) ll...«b61? 



This is an interesting idea. 
Now, in order to advance ©bl-c3, 
White will have to place on dl his 
king’s rook. This will impede later 
the effective attack against the en¬ 
emy king. Therefore, he should 
focus on organising active actions 
in the centre and on the kingside. 

12.Sdl Sfe8 

About 12...&C5 13.£>c3 gfe8 
14.Sd2, or 12...Sac8 13.£)c3 Sfe8 
14.§d2 - see 12...gfe8. 

The move 12...©e5 deserves 
attention, but is insufficient for 
equality. 13.£ic3 ®c6 14.£ixc6 
©xc6 15.gacl Sfd8 16.h3± Black 
has facilitated his defence by trad¬ 
ing the knights, but is still too far 
from equality, because White’s 


game is noticeably easier, Tal - 
Giorgadze, Lvov 1984. 

13.£>c3 



13...gac8 

Following 13. ,.©c514.Sd2 M8, 
Yandemirov - Rruppa, Oerebro 
1995, White should take care 
about some prophylactic against 
Black’s freeing pawn-break d6- 
d5:15.©c2!? gac8 16.2el± 

The character of the position 
remains more or less the same af¬ 
ter 13...M8 14.gd2 gad8 15.gadl± 
Maiwald - Mainka, Wuerzburg 
1997, or 13...Sad8 14.gd2 £sc5 15. 
gadl M8 16.€ic2 Wc7 17.f3 Ae7 
18.g3 Sb8 19.f4 h5 20.&g2 gbd8 
21.W3± Rotaru - Sladek, ICCF 
2008 - and in both variations 
White exerts long-term pressure 
against his opponent’s position, 
while Black is deprived of any ac¬ 
tive counterplay. 

14.Sd2 «a5 15.Badl «g5 
16.&hl £ic5 17.£ic2 Sed8 
18.f3± Khromov - Cesetti, ICCF 
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2006. Black’s pieces are relatively 
active, but this is not so impor¬ 
tant, because White will gradually 
advance g2-g3, f3-f4, ousting his 
opponent’s queen from its active 


position. It will not be easy for 
Black to accomplish the freeing 
pawn-breaks d6-d5 and b7-b5, so 
he will have to defend with diffi¬ 
culties a slightly inferior position. 


Conclusion 

We have just completed the analysis of Black’s main response - 7... 
ke.7 in the variation 3...M7 4. Jkxd7 ®xd7. 

White’s plan is connected with the pawn-advance d2-d4. This usu¬ 
ally leads to a “hedgehog” type of position, but without the light- 
squared bishops. 

This circumstance is much rather in favour of White, since Black 
has no counterplay on the a8-hl diagonal. White can advance his king- 
side pawns in numerous variations without being afraid of weakening 
his king. 

It is also worth mentioning that he must be on the alert about 
Black’s possible pawn-break d6-d5. In order to prevent this, White 
usually removes his knight to the c2-square and doubles his rooks on 
the d-file. 
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l.e4 c5 2.£>f3 d6 3.1b5+ id7 4.1xd7+ 

@xd7 



Black captures on d7 with his 
queen in order to develop later his 
knight to a more active position 
(c6), from where it will exert pres¬ 
sure against the d4-square. 

This capturing is often played 
by V. Anand, B. Gelfand, V. To¬ 
palov and many other grandmas¬ 
ters. 

5.c4 

Now, contrary to the move 4... 
©xd7, White can begin immedi¬ 
ately to build up his centre with 
pieces and pawns, since Black 
does not have the possibility ©d7- 
e5. 

We will analyse five alterna¬ 
tives for Black in this position: A) 

5.. .@g4, B) 5...g6, C) 5...e5, D) 

5.. .£\c6 and E) 5...£>f6. 


There arise transpositions of 
moves after 5...e6 6.d4 cxd4 
7.©xd4 ©f6 8.5ic3 - see variation 
E, or 7...£>c6 8,®c3 ®f6 9.0-0 - 
see variation D2b. 


A) 5...@g4 

This move seems to be too 
risky. Black wins his opponent’s 
central pawn, but falls behind 
considerably in development. 

6.0-0 ®xe4 7.d4 



7...cxd4 

About 7..AA7 8.®c3 @c6 9. 
gel ®gf610.if4, or - 9...a610.M4 
®gf6 ll.dxc5 - see 7...®c6. 
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7.. .6f6 8.ftc3 @f5, Ostojic - 

Quinteros, Torremolinos 1974, 
(8...@c6 9.§el - see 7...®c6.) 9. 
®b5!? ©a6 10.@a4 ftd7 U.d5 f6 
12.id2 *f7 13.Sael ®b6 14Jfb3 
@d7 15.Se6 7 16.£ixc7 ©xc7 

17.gfel± White maintains an 
overwhelming positional advan¬ 
tage for the sacrificed pawn. Black 
can hardly bring effectively into 
the actions his bishop on f8, be¬ 
cause it is stuck with the protec¬ 
tion of his e7-pawn. 

The move 7...@c6 leads to a 
difficult position for Black. 8.£>c3 
<Sf6 9.Sel ©bd710.1f4 a6 ll.dxc5 
£ixc5 12.£sd5 <5je6, Vujosevic - 
Nikac, Tivat 1997, 13.§xe6! fxe6 

14.£id4± - The activity of White’s 
minor pieces compensates with 
an interest the sacrificed ex¬ 
change. 

Black’s situation is very bad 
following 7...©g4 8.dxc5 dxc5 9. 
£>c3 &c6 10.©b5 Sc8 ll.gel e6 12. 
ffa4 f6 13.h3 ®f5, Dolzhikova - 
Bogdanovich, Alushta 2011. Here, 
White could have obtained a deci¬ 
sive advantage with the line: 14. 
£ixa7!? §a8 15.©b5 §xa7 16.®d4! 
ga5 17.£)xf5 Sxb5 18.cxb5+- 

7.. .©a6 8.Sel ©c6 9.®c3 @d7 
10.M4 £if6 ll.£ib5 e6 12.d5 Sd8 
13.dxe6 fxe6 14.©a4 ie7 15. 
,£xd6± - White restores the ma¬ 
terial balance and preserves 
all the pluses of his position, 
Friberg - Penalver, Sweden 
2009. 


8. £xd4 £)f6 

It would be worse for Black to 
opt here for 8...©c6 9.©b5 0-0-0, 
because his king would come un¬ 
der an attack on the queenside. 

10. !e3 a6 (10...*b8 ll.£id2 Wf5 
12.b4 <?jf6 13.©34 a6 14.$;c3 ®g4 

15. b5+- Ralls - Noble, LSS 2006) 

11. ©lc3! White sacrifices a second 
pawn and begins a decisive at¬ 
tack. Il...@xc4 12.£sa7+ £>xa7 13. 
ixa7 *d714.&d5 ®e415.§el @f5 

16. g4 @g5 17.f4 ®h4 18.&b6+ 
&e8 19.@a4+ M7 20.@xd7# Szie- 
berth - Juhasz, Eger 2004. 

9. £>c3 

White develops his pieces with 
tempo. 

9...@g410.@a4+ @d7 



ll.&db5 

Naturally, he should avoid the 
exchange of queens. 

11.. .©c6 

Following ll...£sa6 12.i:g5 e6 
13.ixf6 gxf6 14.&e4 0-0-0, Mei¬ 
er - Lerch, Mulhouse 2004, 
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White would have the powerful 
resource 15.c5!?± Black cannot 
accept the pawn-sacrifice 15... 
dxc5?, since after 16.Sadi We7 

17. gxd8+ @xd8 18.Sdl ®b6 19. 
Qxf6 &e7 20.®d7, he will have 
the rather unfortunate choice be¬ 
tween losing his queen and being 
checkmated. 20...®d8 21.£ixa7+ 
&c7 22.1fa5+ b6 23.@xb6# 

12. gel e5 

This move leads to the weak¬ 
ening of the d5-square. 

After 12...Sc8 13.if4 &d8, 
Waldmann - Schneider, Zamardi 
1980, White obtains a decisive 
advantage with 14.c5!? a615.cxd6 
axb5 16.dxe7+ i2,xe717.@xb5 ©d4 

18. eb6+ *e8 19.gadl gc4 20.1e5 
@c6 21.ixd4 @xb6 22.!xb6+- 
he has an extra pawn and a better 
position. 

13. ®d5 §c8 14.ig5 



14...ie7 

Or 14...©xd5? 15.cxd5 f6 16. 
dxc6 bxc6 17.£)xa7 ga8 18.J,e3 d5 


19.iib6+- Bates - Williams, Wit- 
ley 1998. 

15.&xe7 ©xe7 16.Sadl gd8 
17.©a3 0-0 18.4bxd6± 

White has regained his pawn 
and enjoys a great advantage 
thanks to his actively placed piec¬ 
es. 


B) 5...g6 



Black prepares the develop¬ 
ment of his bishop on the long di¬ 
agonal. 

6. d4 !g7 

6...cxd4 7.£>xd4 &c6 (7...&f6 
8.®c3, or 7...ig7 8.b3!? ©f6 9. 
£ic3 - see variation E) 8.b3!? £>f6 
(The delay of the development 
of the knight would not promise 
anything good to Black, for exam¬ 
ple: 8...!g7 9.!b2 Wc7 10.@d2 
®fa5 11. Jlc3+ and he has no satis¬ 
factory defence against the sorties 
of White’s knight on d4.) 9.©c3 - 
see variation E. 

7. d5 
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White is occupying space. 



7...£sf6 

Following 7...e6 8.0-0 ®e7 9. 
ftc3 exd5 10.cxd5 0-0 ll.§el±, 
White enters a very good version 
of the Benoni Defence, because 
the trade of the light-squared 
bishops is in his favour. Black’s 
attempt to organise counterplay 
on the queenside with the move 

ll...b5?! would only worsen his 
position. 12.e5! dxe5 13.£ixe5 
,ixe5 14.Sxe5± with good pros¬ 
pects for White to attack on the 
weakened dark squares, Van den 
Doel - Bromberger, Germany 
2001 . 

Black fails to equalise if he 
tries to play in the spirit of the 
Benko Gambit. 7...b5 8.0-0 bxc4, 
Greet - Barkhagen, Gausdal 
2005, 9.®a3!? White wishes to 
regain his pawn in the most com¬ 
fortable way. 9...£if6 (It seems too 
dangerous for Black to opt for 9... 
c3 10.bxc3 !xc3 ll.gbl ig7 12.e5! 
Ixe5 13.£ixe5 dxe5 14.®e2 ftf6 


15J,h6 &g4 16.ig7 gg8 17.1xe5 
&xe5 18.Wxe5™ - he has an extra 
pawn indeed, but his pieces are 
not developed and his king is 
stranded in the centre.) lO.gel 
0-0 ll.£)xc4± - White has a pow¬ 
erful pawn-centre and extra 
space, while Black can hardly or¬ 
ganise meaningful counterplay on 
the queenside. 

8.£ic3 0-0 9.0-0 a6 

9...£a6 10.h3 e5 ll.a3 £ih5 12. 
gbl ®c713.b4± - Black’s bishop is 
“bad” and his pieces lag space, 
Meier - Noack, Dresden 2010. 



10.a4 

This move deprives Black of 
his counterplay, connected with 
the pawn-advance b7-b5. 

10...»c7 U.h3 4bbd7 12.3el 
e5 13.dxe6 fxe6 14.M4 ®e5 
15.£\xe5 dxe5 16..S,e3 §ad8 
17.@c2 £h5 18.§adl± - White’s 
superior pawn-structure provides 
him with an advantage in the 
middle game, Miroshnichenko - 
Vajda, Budapest 1999. 
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C) 5...e5 

This move is strategically very 
risky. Black prevents d2-d4, but 
his bishop becomes “bad”, since 
his owns pawns on e5 and d6 re¬ 
strict it considerably. 

6.®c3 



6.. .£ic6 

He can hardly continue the 
game without this move. 

About 6...,ie7 7.a3 ®c6 8.d3, 
or 6...g6 7.d3 £ic6 8.a3, or 7..Ag7 

8. a3 ®c6 9.Sbl - see 6...®c6; 7... 
©e7 8.1,g5 - see 6...©e7. 

6.. A e7 7.d3 g6 (It is better for 
Black to choose here 7...®bc6 
8.Sbl - see 6...©c6.) 8.ig5 ig7 

9. ±xe7 ®xe7 10.©d5 ®d8 ll.h4!? 
h5. Now, Black will have difficul¬ 
ties to create counterplay on the 
kingside, because the move f7-f5 
would lead to the weakening of 
the g5-square. 12.©b3 @d7 13. 
Ba3 £sa6 14.@a5 gc8 15.a3 f 6 16. 
b4± White has dangerous initia¬ 
tive on the queenside and his 
knight has occupied a dominating 
position at the centre of the board, 


Leisle - Afanasiev, Novokuznetsk 
1998. 

6...©f6 7.d3 g6 (7...<&c6 8.a3, 
or 7...h6 8.0-0 ©c6 9.a3, or 7... 
ie7 8.a3 ©c6 9.§bl - see 6...&c6) 
8.a3 £ic6 9.0-0 kg7 lO.gbl 0-0 
ll.b4 - Black will hardly organise 
counterplay on the kingside, be¬ 
cause his knight on f6 impedes 
the pawn-advance f7-f5. 

7.d3 



7...g6 

He prepares the development 
of his knight on g7. 

Black should better refrain from 

7...£if6, because the knight will 
impede the pawn-advance f7-f5 
on this square. 8.a3 ke7 (Follow¬ 
ing 8...h6 9.0-0 ie7 lO.gbl a5 11. 
<Sld5 5ixd512.cxd5 <£)a7, Vujosevic 
- Kosanovic, Kladovo 1989, White 
would maintain a slight but stable 
edge after 13.a4!?± and then trans¬ 
ferring his knight to the c4-square 
and the preparation of f2-f4.) 9. 
gbl 0-0 10.b4 b6 11.0-0 ©d4 12. 
j|,g5 ©e8, Iordachescu - Kosa- 
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novic, Bucharest 1997, 13Jlxe7!? 
®xe7 14.©d5 ®xf3+ 15. @xf3 ®d8 
16.bxc5 dxc5 17.®g3 f6 18.f4± 
White has a very powerful knight 
and initiative on the kingside. 

7...£ige7. The transfer of the 
knight to g6 would not equalise 
for Black either. 8.8bl 4jg6 (It is 
better for him to continue here 
with 8...g6 9.a3 - see 7...g6.) 9. 
®d5 8c8 10.a3 ie7 ll.b4 id8 12. 
h4! White exploits the misplace¬ 
ment of his opponent’s knight on 
g6 and provokes a weakening of 
his kingside. 12...h5 13.i„e3 <$jce7 
14.bxc5 dxc5 15.id2 b6 16.ic3 
ic7 17.0-0 f6 18.g3 *f7 19.£)d2 
ld6 20.a4! White begins active 
actions on the queenside. 20... 
&c6 21.a5. He seizes completely 
the initiative with the help of a 
temporary pawn-sacrifice. 21... 
bxa5 22.*g2 &f8 23.8al £>e6 24. 
Jtxa5 Sh6 25.ii.c3 2b8 26.8a6± 
Black has a “bad” bishop, a weak 
king and an inferior pawn-struc¬ 
ture, slobodanmijic - ipox, Inter¬ 
net 2013. 


7...±e7 8.a3 



After 8...a5 9.@a4 id8 lO.Sbl 
£>ge7 11.0-0 8a6 12.ftd5 £>xd5 
13.exd5 fte7 14.®xd7+ *xd7, Xu 
- Ju, China 2009, 15.£ig5!? f6 
16.£ie6±, White has a very good 
knight, while Black’s bishop is 
“bad’, because the majority of his 
pawns are on squares with the 
same colour. 

8...iLd8. He is preparing the 
transfer of his bishop to the a5- 
square. 9.0-0 £ige710.2b! 



It does not seem logical for 
Blackto opt for 10...0-0 11.b4 b6, 
Rajkovic - Milicevic, Kragujevac 
1977, 12.®a4± and the light 
squares are very weak in his camp 
and his bishop on d8 is misplaced. 

10.. .a5 ll.£>h4 0-0 12.f4 exf4, 
Svetushkin - Kir.Georgiev, Ath¬ 
ens 2007, 13.1xf4± - The vulner¬ 
ability of the d6-pawn and the d5 
and b5-squares is very unpleasant 
for Black. 

10.. .!a5 ll.ftd5 £xd5 12.cxd5 
®e713.b4 cxb4 14,axb4 lb615.d4 
exd4 16.ib2 0-0 17.£ixd4 8ac8 
18.@d3± Belkhodja - Lukov, Paris 
2003. Black has improved consid¬ 
erably the placement of his bish¬ 
op, but this has taken too much 
time. White has succeeded in ad- 
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vancing d3-d4 and maintains a 
stable advantage thanks to his ex¬ 
tra space. Black’s d6-pawn is very 
weak too. 

8.a3 



The position in the centre has 
been closed and White focuses his 
actions on the queenside. 

8.. .£g7 

8.. .6.e7 9.3bl ig710.b4 - see 

8...£g7. 

9.Sbl 

He is preparing b2-b4. 

9.. .®ge7 

9.. .a5 10.&d5 ©d8 ll.@b3 3a7 
12.@b5± - Black’s defence is very 
difficult, because White’s queen 
and knight are very active, Lane 
- Oliver, Rotorua 2011. 


10.b4 0-0 

10...b6 11.0-0 0-0 12.&d5 - 
see 10...0-0. 


10...©d4 11.0-0 fixf3 (11... 
0-0 12.£ixd4 - see 10...0-0) 
12.®xf3 0-0 13.£g5 f6 14.£d2±, 
White’s bishop is obviously more 
active than its counterpart. 

11.0-0 



11.. .b6 

11.. .®d4 12.ftxd4 exd4 13.@a4 
Sad8 14.Sxd7 gxd715.ftd5± Stall- 
inga - Fages, IECG 2005. 

Following ll...©d8, Campora - 
Velimirovic, Sarajevo 1986, White 
can trade advantageously the 
queens. 12.@a4!? @xa4 13.£ixa4± 
- He can play for a win this this 
endgame without any risk, because 
Black’s kingside counterplay, con¬ 
nected with the pawn-advance f7- 
f5, becomes obviously ineffective 
after the exchange of the queens. 

The move ll...f5 leads to a very 
interesting play, but advanta¬ 
geous for White. 12.bxc5 dxc5 13. 
itg5 £>c8 14.exf5 gxf5 15.Sel h6 
16.£h4 £>d6 17.£id5 §ae8 18.©d2 
©d419.©b3 ®e6, Grayland - Mo- 
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ntella, ICCF 2007. Here, White 
has at his disposal a promising 
pawn-sacrifice 20.f4!? exf4 21. 
©h5 &h7 22.a4 b6 (22...®xa4? 
23.®e7+-) 23.&hl± and he has 
powerful initiative for the mini¬ 
mal material deficit. White’s piec¬ 
es have occupies very active posi¬ 
tions, while Black can hardly find 
an active plan for his further ac¬ 
tions. White has numerous at¬ 
tractive possibilities, for example: 
the transfer of the knight to f3, 
followed by the doubling of his 
rooks on the f-file. 

12.£id5 &xd5 13.cxd5 £>d4 
14.£ixd4 cxd4 15.£02 



White has a very active bishop 
and this provides him with a 
slight but stable edge. 

15...Sac8 

Or 15 ...b5, Parma - Browne, 
Mannheim 1975, 16.gal!?f5 17.f3 
a6 18.a4±, followed by ®dl-b3, 
axb5 and 2al-a5, gfl-al, occupy¬ 
ing the a-file. 

16.®b3 §c7 


It is less precise for Black to 
opt here for 16. ..f5, because this 
only weakens the a2-g8 diago¬ 
nal. 17.§bcl b5 18.§c6! fxe4 19. 
dxe4± Winfridsson - Plunge, 
corr. 1994. 

17.Sbcl §fc8 18.b5 

The threat Sc6 forces Black to 
trade the rooks. 

18...Sxcl 19.Sxcl gxcl+ 
20.±xcl @c7 21.@c4 ®xc4 
22.dxc4± 



The game has entered a bishop 
and pawn ending in which Black 
will have to fight long and hard 
for a draw, because most of his 
pawns have been fixed on squares 
with the same colour as his bish¬ 
op. 

22...f6 23.&fl !f8 24.a4 
ke 7 25.*e2 &f7 26.id2 f5 
27.exf5 gxf5 28.&d3 if6 29.f3 
h5 30.a5 &e8 31.a6!± — Now, 
Black must be constantly on the 
alert about the possibility Jid2-a5 
and he cannot play bxa5, due to 
b5-b6 and White’s pawn pro¬ 
motes, Spassky - Byrne, San Juan 
1974. 
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D) 5...®c6 

This is Black’s most popular 
move. He develops his knight and 
increases his control over the cen¬ 
tral squares. 

6.d4 



We will analyse now Dl) 6... 
©g4 and D2) 6...cxd4. 

Dl) 6...Sfg4 

Here, this queen sortie is more 
justified than on move five. 

7.d5 

White will have to sacrifice a 
pawn, since after 7.0-0, Black 
can simplify advantageously the 
position with 7...©xd4 8.ftxd4 
Wxdl 9.§xdl cxd4 10.Sxd4 g6± 
and White’s advantage in this 
endgame is purely symbolic. 

7.. .®xe4+ 

7.. .ftd4?! Tal - Balashov, Le¬ 
ningrad 1974, 8.£>xd4!? @xdl+ 
9.&xdl cxd4 10.(ba3! e5 ll.dxe6 
fxe6 12.©b5 *f7 13.4jxd4± - 
Black has no compensation for 
the pawn. 


8.1e3 ®d4 

This move is stronger than 8... 
©b4 9.®a4+ *d8 10.0-0 Wc2, 
Makarichev - Tseshkovsky, Vil¬ 
nius 1980 and here White should 
simply play ll.b3+, avoiding the 
exchange of queens. Black’s extra 
pawn is just small consolation for 
him, since he lags considerably in 
development and has lost his cas¬ 
tling rights. 

9.®a4+ 



9...&d8 


The move 9...b5 leads to an in¬ 
teresting position, but still more 
favourable for White. 10.@a6 
©c2+ ll.&d2 @d3+. Black holds 
the position only thanks to this 
intermediate check. (He loses af¬ 
ter ll...£ib4, in view of 12.@xb5+ 
*d8 13.£el *c8 14.ftc3 M5 15. 
a3+- Finkel - Codes, Ramat Aviv 
1999.) 12.*cl Sb8 13.@xa7 §d8 
14.8dl ®f5 15.£h4 @e4 16.®c3 
®xc4 17.ixc2 @xh4, Johansen - 
Canizares Cuadra, Internet 2011, 
18.®b7!? ®f6 19.g3 @g4 (White’s 
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pawn is untouchable: 19...®xh2?? 
20.£)xb5 e6 21.dxe6 fxe6 22. 
Shl+-) 20.ffxb5+ ftd7 21.a4± 
(followed by a5-a6-a7) - White’s 
powerful passed a-pawn compen¬ 
sates with an interest the some¬ 
what weakened position of his 
king. 

10.£)bd2 ®c2+ ll.Ae2 @g6 



12.b4! 

White must try to open the po¬ 
sition in order to exploit his lead 
in development. 

12...£>xb4 

It would be too dangerous for 
Black to accept the exchange sac¬ 
rifice. 12...£sxal, Meier - Roma¬ 
nov, Neustadt 2008,13.Sxal!? ®f5 

14. bxc5 dxc5 15.±xc5 ®d716. Ifa3 
f6 17.ftd4 Ae8 18.£se6± - The 
majority of Black’s pieces are on 
their initial squares, while White’s 
mighty knight on e6 is at least as 
strong as any of Black’s rooks. 

13.8hbl ®f6 14.a3 Sfd3+ 

15. Adi ®bxd5 16.cxd5 ©xd5 
17.Sb3 ©a6 18.®xa6 bxa6 


There has arisen an endgame 
in which Black has four pawns for 
the piece. His lag in development 
is fatal, though... 19.£ic4 f6 20. 
id2Ac721.Sabl Ac6 22.£ia5+ 
Ad7 23.Sb7+ Ae6 24.®c6 Af5 
25.®el g5 26.&C2 h5 27.£b8 
Sg8 28.5)xa6 e6 29.a4± Lewis 
- Greene, ICCF 2011. White has 
regained one of his sacrificed 
pawns and has better prospects 
thanks to his more actively placed 
pieces. Black’s rook on a5 is se¬ 
verely restricted in its mobility, 
since it must protect his a7-pawn. 


D2) 6...cxd4 7.£>xd4 ftf6 

About 7...g6 8.b3!? £>f6 9.1b2 
ilg7 10.ftc3 - see variation E. 

8.&c3 



We will analyse now: D2a) 
8...®g4 and D2b) 8...e6. 

About 8...g6 9.b3 ±g7 10.1b2, 
or 8...£sxd4 9.®xd4 g6 10.b3 kg7 
U.J,b2 0-0 12.0-0 - see varia¬ 
tion E. 
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D2a) 8...®g4 

Black forces the trade of 
queens. He will be too far from 
equality in the endgame however, 
because he must lose time in or¬ 
der to bring his bishop on f8 into 
the actions, while White’s play is 
much easier. 

9.@xg4 &xg4 10 .£jxc 6 bxc6 
11. M4 



White wishes to play h3 fol¬ 
lowed by e4-e5. 

11.. .5.8 

11.. .h5 12.*e2 f6 13.h3 ©e5 
14.c5 dxc5 15±xe5 fae5 16.§hcl 
Sb8 17.©dl e618.gc4 Sb4 19.gacl 
&d7 20.b3 ld6 21.©b2 §hb8 
22.&d3 gxc4 2.3.§xc4± - Black 
has an extra pawn, but his posi¬ 
tion is strategically hopeless, Ves- 
covi - Janssen, Moscow 2002 

11.. .©f6 12.0-0-0 ftd7 13.ghel 
g6 14.e5 dxe5 15.Jtxe5 ®xe5 16. 
gxe5 kg7 17.ga5± - White’s rooks 
are obviously more active, moreo¬ 
ver that Black’s queenside pawn- 
structure has been compromised, 
Womble - Siefring, IECG 2003. 


The move 11...g6 leads to an 
inferior position for Black without 
any chances for him of obtaining 
counterplay. 12.h3 7)f6 (12...i.h6 
13.!xh6 £xh6 14.0-0-0 f6 15.f4 
Qf7 16.c5 0-0-0 17.cxd6 gxd6 
18.*c2 ghd8 19.§xd6 ©xd6 20. 
gdl &c4 21.gxd8+ &xd8 22.<&dl 
&d7 23.*d3 Sb6 24.®e3± - The 
vulnerability of the pawns on a7 
and c6 provides White with a sta¬ 
ble advantage, Lifshitz - Geof¬ 
frey, IECG 2004.) 13.e5 £>h5 (13... 
dxe5 14.±xe5 0-0-0 15.&e2 ig7 
16.ghdl± - His pieces are more 
actively placed and his pawn- 
structure is preferable, Tiviakov 
- Gerzhoy, Ottawa 2007.) 14.iLh2 
dxe5 15.iixe5 £g7 16.kxg7 <5jxg7 
17.0-0-0 gd8 (17...gb8 18.gd2±) 
18.b4 £>e6 19.g3 0-0 20.gxd8 
gxd8 21.gdl &f8 22.gxd8+ £ixd8 
23.&c2 &e8 24.*b3 &d7 25.a4 
&b7 26.c5 a6 27.*c4 f6 28.f4± - 
In this knight and pawn ending 
White has more space and can 
create a passed pawn on the 
queenside, Ni Hua - Rohit, Goa 
2002. 

Il...g5. This pawn-sacrifice only 
worsens Black’s situation. 12. 
!xg5 £>e5 13.b3 gg8 14.1h4 
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14.. .!g7 15.*d2 a5 16.gabl a4 
17.®xa4 ih6+ 18.*c2 §g4 19.±g3 
£>xc4 20.bxc4 §xa4 21.Sb8+ id7 
22.*b3 §a7 23.f3 §g5 24.e5. 
White gives back the pawn, but 
prevents the activation of the en¬ 
emy rook on g5. 24...dxe5 25. 
§dl+ &e6 26.a4± - Black is help¬ 
less against his opponent’s passed 
a-pawn, Zhang - T.L.Petrosian, 
Tiayuan 2005. 

14.. .gg4 15.ig3 Ig7 16.*d2 
&g6 (16 ...0-0-0 17.Sadl±) 17.f3 
Sg5 18.f4 Sa5 19.a4 Sb8 20.*c2 
f5 21.Sael *d7 22.Shfl e6 23.exf5 
Sxf5 24.£>e4 gbf8 25.gdl d5 26. 
£ic5+ &d6 27.£id3± - Black’s 
compensation for the pawn is in¬ 
sufficient, Soltau - Ugge, ICCF 
2005. 

12.h3 

He wishes to clarify immedi¬ 
ately the intentions of Black’s 
knight. 



12„.®f6 

Black only creates additional 
pawn-weaknesses in his position 
with 12...g5 13.hxg4 gxf4 14.0-0-0 


kg7 15.wc2i, followed by §h5, c4- 
c5, Frois - Fernando, Porto 2001. 

After 12...£ie5, White can ex¬ 
change his bishop for the enemy 
knight, compromising his oppo¬ 
nent’s pawn-structure. 13.i:,xe5 
dxe5 14.£ia4 e6 (14...§d8 15.§dl 
§d4 16.Sxd4 exd4 17.e5 g5 18. 
&d2 ig7 19.§el f6 20.exf6 ixf6 
21.£ic5 *f7 22.§e6 gc8 23.*d3 
§c7 24.b4± - Black has no com¬ 
pensation for his numerous 
pawn-weaknesses, Ni Hua - 
Pruess, Beijing 2008.) 15.&e2 
&d716.ghdl+ *c7 17.sd3 ie7 18. 
Sadi Shd8 19.gxd8 ixd8 20.a3 
a5 21.c5 ie7 22.&d3 f5 23.f3 
gd8+ 24.*c2 Sb8 25.*c3± - 
Black will need to fight long and 
hard for a draw, since his kingside 
pawn-majority has been deval¬ 
ued, while White can create a 
passed pawn on the queenside, Ni 
Hua - Shengelia, Sabadell 2008. 

13.0-0-0 ®d7 

Black prevents e4-e5. 

14.§hel 



14...g5 
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He defends against the threat 
e4-e5 in a tactical way. 

The position is very difficult 
for Black after 14...g6 15.e5 dxe5 



16.gxe5! With the help of tac¬ 
tics White avoids the exchange of 
his powerful bishop for the enemy 
knight. 16...ig7 (Following 16... 
§b717.Sa5 ig7 18.&a4 0-0 19.b3 
f5 20.ie3 sa8 21.Sa6 gc7, White 
obtains a decisive advantage with 
the help of a simple combination. 
22.gxd7! Sxd7 23.®b6 axb6 24. 
Bxa8+ &f7 25.ixb6 ih6+ 26.&c2 
1-0 Oral - Krush, Montreal 
2001.) 17.ga5 ixc3 (17...Sb7 18. 
®a4 - see 16...gb7) 18.bxc3 gb7 

19..ie3 c5. Black should better 
preserve his a7-pawn (19...&d8 
20.ixa7 *c7 21.c5 5a8 22.ib6+ 
*b8 23.gxa8+ &xa8 24.&c2 
£>xb6 25.cxb6 Sxb6 26.gd8+ *a7 
27.§d7+ §b7 28.gxb7+ &xb7 29. 
&d3 &c7 30.&c4 g5 31.&C5+- 
and White’s outside passed pawn 
guarantees a full point for him in 
this king and pawn ending, Bas- 
cetta - Van Damme, ICCF 2008) 
20.3b5 gb6 21.a4± - White exerts 
powerful pressure on the queen- 
side, moreover that Black will 


have difficulties to activate his 
rook on h8, Reinderman - Van 
Wely, Rotterdam 2000. 

15.ie3 &g7 16.&C2 &xc3 
17.&xc3 



17.. .f6 

17.. .C5 18.e5 Qxe5 19.ixg5 gg8 
20.f4± - White’s pieces are no¬ 
ticeably more active and his bish¬ 
op is likely to prove stronger than 
Black’s knight, Olivotto - Cilento, 
ICCF 2004. 

18.1xa7 Sa8 19.ie3 Sxa2 
20.gal Bxal 21.§xal &f7 22. 
Ba7 4>e6 23.b4± - Black’s c6- 
pawn is weak and White has very 
good prospects, connected with 
the advance of his b-pawn: b4-b5, 
&c3-b4, b5-b6, Ehlvest - Mirosh¬ 
nichenko, Panormo 2002. 


D2b) 8...e6 9.0-0 

(diagram) 

9...ie7 

About 9...gc8 10.1e3 ke7 11. 
@e2-see9...J,e7. 
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10.!e3 

White’s plan includes ®fe2, 
Sal-dl, f4, followed by f5, or g2- 
g4, beginning active operations 
on the kingside. 

10...0-0 

10.. .5c8 ll.@e2 0-0 12.Sadl - 
see 10...0-0. 

10.. .£)e5. This knight-sortie is 
harmless to White. Il.@e2 2c812. 
b3 £seg4, A1 Modiahki - A1 Zenda- 
ni, Guangzhou 2010,13.ilg5±, fol¬ 
lowed by the ousting of the enemy 
knight from the g4-square. 

Il.lfe2 



ll...a6 
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Now, just like in the previous 
chapter, the position is of the 
“hedgehog” type. The difference is 
that Black’s knight is on c6 and 
not on d7. 

About ll...Sfc8 12.Sadl ©xd4 
(12...a6 13.f4 - see 10...a6.) 13. 
iLxdd'ifcbM.bS a6 15.f4 - see 11... 
£>xd4. 

After ll...Sfe8 12.Sadl Bad8 
13.f4 @c7, Rublevsky - Kalinin, 
Moscow 2002, White can begin 
immediate active actions on the 
kingside with the move 14.g4!?± 

ll...d5. Black is trying to free 
his position with a pawn-break in 
the centre. 12.®xc6 bxc6 13.Sadi 
!fb7 14.cxd5 exd5 15.exd5 5jxd5 
16.®xd5 cxd5 17.id4 Sfe8 18. 
Sfel± - White’s pieces are very ac¬ 
tive and Black’s d5 and a7-pawns 
are very weak, King - Watson, 
London 1982. 

Following ll...Sac8, as a rule, 
the game transposes to other vari¬ 
ations. 12.Badl 



About 12...a6 13.f4 Wc7 14.b3, 
or 12...@c7 13.b3 a6 14.f4, or 12... 






3.kb5+ kd7 4.Axd7+ 'Sxd7 5.c4 £sc6 6.d4 cd 7.7,xd4 5/6 8.7,c3 


Sfd8 13.f4 a6 14.b3 @c7 15.*hl, 
or 13...©c714.b3 a6 15.*hl - see 
11...a6. 

12.. .b6 13.f4 ®b7 (White’s at¬ 
tack is very powerful after 13...a6 
14.b3 @b7, Nevednichy - Marin, 
Bucharest 1994, 15.g4!? 5jd7 16. 
g5->, followed by 2fl-f.3-h3, ©dl- 
h5.) 14.f5!?± - White’s initiative is 
very threatening and Black has 
problems with the protection of 
his e6-pawn. 

11.. .5fd8 12.Sadi 



About 12...Sac8 13.f4 a6 14.b3 
©c7 15.*hl, or 13...©c7 14.b3 a6 
15.&hl - see ll...a6. 

12...b6 13.f4 Sac8 (13...®xd4 
14.iixd4 ®c6, Gisolf - Wedemey- 
er, ICCF 1989, 15.b3!? §ac8 16. 
f5±. Black has no counterplay and 
White begins active actions on the 
kingside..) 14.b3 ©b7 15.5jxc6 
©xc6 16.M4 a6, Khachiyan - A. 
Petrosian, Yerevan 1995, 17.g4!? 
£sd7 18.g5->- White’s kingside 
pawn-offensive looks very dan¬ 
gerous. Black cannot organise 
counterplay on the weakened 
long diagonal, since there are no 
light-squared bishops on the 
board. 


The following exchange is in 
favour of White - ll...©xd4 12. 
i,xd4. His bishop is even more ac¬ 
tive on this square than on e3. In 
addition, in some variations, he 
can use the third rank in order to 
transfer his rook to the kingside 
gal-dl-d3-h3(g3). 12...@c6 13.f4 
Sfc8 14.b3 a6 15.§adl. 



After 15...£)d7, Vasiukov - Ar- 
bakov, Tiraspol 1994, it seems 
very good for White to choose 16. 
gf3-> and Black will hardly man¬ 
age to neutralise his opponent’s 
pressure on the kingside, because 
after 16...J,f6, White can play 17. 
Sfd3± beginning an attack against 
the weak enemy d6-pawn. 

15...§ab8 16.e5! dxe5 17.fxe5. 
After the opening of the f-file, it 
looks like Black’s rook on b8 is too 
far away from his kingside. 17... 
<Sd7 18.©e4± - Black’s monarch 
is seriously endangered, Cabrera 
- Villavicencio, Tenerife 2003. 

It would be too slow for him to 
opt for 11...b6 12.Sadi Sad8 13.f4 
Sfe8 14.&hl± and White’s game is 
much freer. After Black’s impre¬ 
cise move 14...M8?! 15.e5! dxe5 
16.fxe5 5jxe5 17.®f3 @c7 18.M4 
©xc4 19.ixe5 @xe2 20.©xe2±, 
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his compensation for the piece is 
insufficient, Bologan - Tisdall, 
Gausdal 1991. 


12.Sadi 



12.. .@c7 

Black removes his queen away 
from the x-ray of the enemy rook 
and prepares counterplay against 
White’s e4-pawn. 

12.. .5ac8 13.f4 »c7 14.b3 - see 

12...«c7. 

12.. .5fc8 13.f4 ®c7 (13...®e8, 
Ulibin - Loginov, Samara 2000, 
14.g4!? ®d715.£)b3± - White has 
more space and can combine his 
actions on both sides of the 
board.) 14.b3 @a5 15,<5jxc6 Sxc6 
16.1d4 M8 (16...£sd7 17.®d5!+ 
he exploits the defencelessness of 
Black’s bishop on e7) 17.e5 ?je8 
18.*hl !b6 19.1xb6 »xb6 20. 
£ie4± - It would be sufficient to 
compare the placement of White’s 
and Black’s knights in order to 
evaluate the position in favour of 
White, Yandemirov - Lugovoi, 
Moscow 2004. 


13.f4 



13...Sac8 

This is the most precise move 
for Black. He provokes the pawn- 
advance b2-b3, so that later he 
can make use of the insufficient 
protection of White’s knight on 
c3. 

It would be worse for Black to 
play with the same idea 13...£ia5, 
because his knight would be mis¬ 
placed at the edge of the board. 
14,b3 b5 15.f5 e5 16.£ic2 bxc4, 
Haba - Feige, Germany 2004. 



Here, White had to take super¬ 
firm control over the key central 
d4-square, ignoring the possible 
material sacrifices. 17.£ib4!? cxb3 
18.®cd5 »d719.ib6 ®b7 20.axb3 
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*h8 21.M2 ®xd5 22.£)xd5 Id8 
23.sail. Black’s extra pawn is just 
small consolation for him, be¬ 
cause his a6 and d6-pawns are 
weak and his pieces are not so ac¬ 
tive as their white counterparts. 

14.b3 



14.. .©a5 

Black can exploit the defence¬ 
lessness of the enemy knight on 
c3 in another way too. 14...£sxd4 
15.1xd4 e5 16.Ae3 b5, Rach - 
Cunha, ICCF 2011. White must 
play very energetically in order to 
fight for the opening advantage: 
17.g4!? exf4 18.jt.xf4 bxc4 19.g5 
£id7 20.£)d5 ®d8 21.bxc4± He 
maintains an edge thanks to his 
powerful centralised knight. 

14.. .gfd8 15.*hl ®d716.&xc6. 
White wishes to deploy his bishop 
on d4, so that later he can transfer 
his rook to the h3-square (It may 
be even stronger for him to play 
here 16.f5!?±). 16...®xc6 17.Ad4 
®c7 18.gd3 ®a5 19.gh3 M6 20. 
Ixf6 ©xf6 21.e5 dxe5 22.fxe5 ftd7 


23.®h5. White’s attack is crush¬ 
ing. 23...®xe5 24.@xh7+ *f8 25. 
gg3 b5 26.&e4 £ic5 27.&g5 ®f5 
28.£ixe6+! This tactical strike is 
decisive. 28...@xe6 29.gxg7 gd7 
30.®fg8+ 1-0 Rublevsky - Klimov, 
Krasnoyarsk 2003. 

14...gfe8 15.®xc6 bxc6 16.&hl 
d5 17.i„d4i - White’s position is 
preferable thanks to the powerful 
placement of his bishop, Bochev 
- Stoyanov, ICCF 2010. 

15.£ixc6 bxc6 16.Ad2 



16...©c7 

Following 16...®b6+ 17.&hl 
gcd8 18.f5 exf5 19.gxf5 &d7 20. 
®a4 ®b7 20x3 g6 22.gffl ®c8 
23.®e3 £)e5 24x5 ®e6 25.h3±, 
Black will hardly manage to neu¬ 
tralise his opponent’s pressure on 
the long diagonal, because his 
knight on e5 is very unstable, Sha- 
ked - Alterman, Wijk aan Zee 1998. 

17.&hl d5 18.e5 &d7 19. 

Ae3±. Later, in the game Ralls - 
Wurschner, LSS 2006, Black 
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failed to cope with the intricacies 
of the defence and ended up in a 
hopeless position very quickly. 

19...&C5 20.Ji.d4 Sb7 21.©f2 
£)d7 22.f5± White begins a 
crushing kingside attack. 22...c5 
23.f6! cxd4 24.fxe7 dxc3 25. 
exf8©+ §xf8 26.©d4 ©c7 27. 
gfel-t— 


E) 5...®f6 



In the final variation we will 
analyse a plan for Black which be¬ 
came very popular during the last 
several years and in it he is not in 
a hurry to develop his knight to 
c6. 

The move 5...®f6 usually led 
only to transposition of moves, 
since later he was playing ®c6 
anyway and it was only a different 
move-order. 

Still, in the year 2003, the 
game Delchev - Ivanchuk (Istan¬ 
bul 2003) was played in which 
Black demonstrated a new idea, 
connected with an attack against 
White’s c4-pawn with Black’s 
rook from c8. 


6. £)c3 g6 

Black prepares the develop¬ 
ment of his bishop to the long di¬ 
agonal. 

6.. .e5 7.d3 - see variation C. 

6.. .®c6 7.d4 cxd4 8.©xd4 - 
see variation B. 

6.. .e6 7.d4 cxd4 8.®xd4 ke7 
(If now, or on the next move Black 
plays ©c6, there arise positions 
from variation D2b.) 9.0-0 a6 
(9...0-0 10.ie3 b6 ll.©e2 ©b7 
12.f3 &bd7 13.§fdl a6 14.2acl± - 
White has a freer game, Pedzich 
- Vaulin, Koszalin 1997.) 10.©e2 
©c7 HJ,e3 0-0 12.f4 gc8 13.b3 
©bd7, Rublevsky - Perun, Smo¬ 
lensk 2000. If Black wanted to 
place his knight on d7, it would 
have been more logical for him to 
do that on his move four. Here, 
White should have prevented his 
opponent’s counterplay, connect¬ 
ed with the insufficient protection 
of the knight on c3: 14.Sacl!?± 
and he would have good attacking 
prospects on the kingside in the 
middle game after f4-f5 or g2-g4- 
g5. 

7. d4 cxd4 8.£\xd4 k%7 

About 8...<S}c6 9.b3 i:g7 10. 
!b2 - see 8...!g7. 

(diagram) 

9.b3!? 

This move began to be regu¬ 
larly played only during the years 
2013-14. White protects in ad- 
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vance his c4-pawn and prepares 
the development of his bishop on 
b2 from where it would neutralise 
the pressure of the enemy bishop 
on g7. White’s further plan is con¬ 
nected with M>2, 0-0, Sfl-el, 
5id5, in order, after the exchange 
on d5, to capture on d5 with his 
pawn and to create pressure 
against the enemy e7-pawn. 

The formerly popular plan, 
connected with the move 9.f3, 
leads to complete equality after 

9...0-0 10.0-0 Sc8! Il.b3 d5! 
12.exd5 fexdS! 13.®xd5 e6 14..ie3 
exd5 15.cxd5 £la6 16.Scl gxcl 17. 
ffxcl ©b4 18.«d2 ®xd5 19.<&e2 
We7, draw, Delchev - Ivanchuk, 
Istanbul 2003. 

9.. .®c6 

After White has played b2-b3, 
it would be useless for Black to 
postpone the development of his 
knight on b8. 

9.. .0-0 10.!b2 ®c6 11.0-0 - 
see 9...£}c6. 

The move 9...®g4, Smith - 


Greenfeld, Douglas 2014, leads to 
a better endgame for White. 10. 
®xg4 £)xg4 ll.£>de2 ©c6 12..M4 
0-0 13.f3 £>ge5 14.0-0± - He has 
much more space. 

10.!b2 0-0 

Now, just like on the previous 
move, Black cannot equalise with 
a transfer into an endgame after 

10...@g4 ll.®xg4 £xg4 12.£sxc6 
bxc613.h3 ®e5 14.0-0-0 ftd715. 
f4± Motylev - Wojtaszek, Biel 2014. 

11.0-0 

There has arisen a key position 
not only for this chapter, but also 
for the Moscow variation in gen¬ 
eral. This position was tested in 
games of M. Adams, V. Ivanchuk, 
S. Kaijakin, I. Nepomniachtchi 
and many other grandmasters. 
Black will have great difficulties 
to organise active counterplay. 



11.. .a6 

He is preparing b7-b5. 

11.. .gfd8 12.Sel Sac8 (12...e6 
13.®xc6 bxc6 14.Se2±) 13.&d5 
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©e8 14.Hcl e6 15.©e3 ©f6, Ivan¬ 
chuk - Le Quang, Beijing 2013. 
Here, Black had to play 16.f3!?, 
preserving the opening advan¬ 
tage. After a pawn-break in the 
centre 16...d5 17.exd5 exd5 18. 
£>xc6 bxc6 19.cxd5 £ixd5 20.iLxg7 
&xg7 21.®d4+ f6 22.§c2±, he 
ends up with additional pawn- 
weaknesses on the queenside. 

After 11...e6, White should re¬ 
ply with the accurate move 12. 
§cl!? (The most popular move in 
this position 12.gel enables Black 
to equalise immediately following 

12...£ixd4! 13.@xd4 £id5 14.®d2 
©xc3 15.ixc3 ixc3 16.©xc3 b5= 
Magem Badals - Cabrera, Spain 
2014.) 



Now, it would be senseless for 
Black to try 12...£>xd4 13.@xd4 
®d5 14.®d2 ®xc3 15.ixc3 ixc3, 
because after 16.gxc3±, he would 
fail to deflect the enemy queen 
from the d-file. 

Following 12...d5 13.©xc6 
bxc6 14.e5 fte8 15.ika3 :kxe5 16. 
!xf8 Axf8 17.gel±, naturally 
Black has some compensation for 
the exchange, but it is insufficient 
for equality. 


12.. .gfd8 13.ftxc6 bxc6 14. 
®e2± - There will be a long posi¬ 
tional battle ahead in which 
White’s prospects seem prefera¬ 
ble. 

The move ll...@d8 looks a bit 
slow. 12.gel £>xd4 13.®xd4 ftd7 
14.®d2 a6 15.£id5 Ixb2 16.@xb2 
b5, Greet - Eggleston, Gibraltar 
2007, 17.@d4!? bxc4 18.txc4 
&b6 19.@d3 ®xd5 20.exd5 ©d7 
21.©e4 gfe8 22.gacl a5 23.g3 
gab8 24.gc6± White maintains a 
stable advantage thanks to his ac¬ 
tively deployed pieces and the 
vulnerability of Black’s pawns on 
e7 and a5. 

11.. .£>xd4 12.©xd4 ®c6, An. 
Ivanov - Groiss, corr. 1984, 13. 
£>d5!? gfe8 14.gadl ®h5 15.©d2 
,£xb2 16.©xb2± - Now, Black is 
forced either to put up with 
White’s centralised knight, or to 
weaken his d6-pawn with the 
move e7-e6. 

11.. .gfc8 12.gel ©d8 (12...a6?! 
13.£>xc6 gxc6 14.®d5 ©xd5 15. 
exd5 gc7 16.±xg7 &xg7 17.©d4+ 
*g8 18.a4 ©e8 19.h3 ®f8 20.©b6 
gd7 21.ge3 ©g7 22.gael± - 
Black’s pieces are squeezed with 
the protection of the pawns on e7 
and b7, De la Paz - Vera Gonza¬ 
lez, Spain 2001.) 13.©xc6 gxc6 
Cvorovic - Tolnai, Pula 1993, 14. 
©e2!? ®d715.©d5 ixb216.©xb2± 
and White preserves powerful 
pressure against his opponent’s 
position. 




3...M7 4.kxd7+ '&xd7 5.c4 ®/6 6.£c3 g67.d4 cd 8.&xd4 kg79.b3 


ll...Sac8 12.gel a6 (12...e6 13. 
£>xc6!? bxc6 14.M3 Sfd8 15.§adl 
@c716.®a4 ®d717.1xg7 &xg718. 
@c3+ £T6 19.g3± - The pin of the 
knight is very unpleasant for 
Black.) 13.£>d5 £>xd5 14.exd5 
5jxd4! This is the most precise 
move for White. (It is bad for 
Black to choose here 14...®e5, 
Kuznetsova - Fedorova, Sale¬ 
khard 2003, because of 15.a4!?±, 
followed by f2-f4, removing 
Black’s knight from the centre of 
the board.) 15.jbcd4 JLxd4 16. 
Wxd4 b5 



17.cxb5! This is the only way 
for White to fight for the opening 
advantage. If he allows a trade on 
c4, then later there will be an ex¬ 
change of the weak e7-pawn for 
the c4-pawn and this would lead 
to complete equality. 17...axb5 18. 
a4 bxa4 19.bxa4 §a8 20.a5± - 
White maintains a stable advan¬ 
tage thanks to his powerful passed 
pawn. 

12.4hxc6!? 

This is the most accurate 
move. White wishes to force the 
enemy queen to occupy the c6- 
square. 



12.. .®xc6 

Black preserves the possibility 
to play b7-b5. 

12.. .bxc6 13.®a4 @c7 (13...@e6 
14.f3 §fd8 15.®d2 §ac8 16.Sadl 
®d717.ixg7&xg718.@a5 @e519. 
®xe5+ ®xe5 20x5 Sb8 21.cxd6 
exd6 22.§f2± - Black’s pawns on 
c6 and d6 need permanent pro¬ 
tection, Gomez Garrido - Cas¬ 
taneda, Castell de Sant Ferran 
2014) 14Jfe2 ®d7 15..ixg7 *xg7 
16.f4 ®a5 17.®e3 gad8 18.§adl 
Sfe8, Alsina Leal - Donchenko, 
Groningen 2014, 19.2d3±, fol¬ 
lowed by Sfl-dl and c4-c5. 

13.£ld5 £xd5 14.exd5 ©c5 

It seems less energetic for 
Black to choose here 14...Sd7, 
since after 15.itxg7 £xg7 16.a4 
&g8 17.Bel §ac8 18.@d2 e5 19. 
dxe6 fxe6 20.§adl §c6 21.«e3 
Se8 22.h4±, his pawns on c6 and 
d6 are vulnerable as well as his 
king, Mons - Ott, Hannover 
2014. 

15.1xg7 &xg7 16.Sel 
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Chapter 18 



16. ..e5 

After 16...gfe8 17.@d2, fol¬ 
lowed by §el-e4, Sal-el and even¬ 
tually Se4-h4, Black will have 
great problems to neutralise the 
activity of White’s pieces. After 
the pseudo-active move 17...b5?!, 
Black’s position becomes even 
worse. 18.Sacl ®a7 19.b4 bxc4 
20.§xc4 h5 21.@c3+ *g8 22.Sc7 
®b6 23.a4 Sab8 24.Se4 f6 25.g4 
Sb7? This is naturally a blunder, 
but Black’s position was beyond 
salvation anyway. 26.@xf6! 1-0 
Bacrot - Giri, Germany 2013. 

17. dxe6 fxe6 

Black weakens the shelter of 


his king in an attempt to organise 
counterplay against the enemy f 2- 
pawn. 

18.»d2 §f6 19.Sadl Saf8 
20.Se2 e5 21.a4 S8f7 22.h3 
©b6 23.®c2 ®b4 24.f3± 



White has managed to neu¬ 
tralise the activity of his oppo¬ 
nent’s pieces with an accurate 
play. 

Now, Black must defend pas¬ 
sively, because the line: 24...b5?! 
25.cxb5 axb5 26. Se4 ®a5 
27.§d5 ®b6+ 28.*h2 bxa4 
29.bxa4± leads only to the ap¬ 
pearance of an outside passed 
pawn for White, Adams - Aresh- 
chenko, Warsaw 2013. 


Conclusion 

In the variation 5....©g4 White has more than sufficient compensa¬ 
tion for the sacrificed pawn and just a single mistake by Black may lead 
to a hopeless position for him. 

After 5...e5, Black prevents the pawn-advance d2-d4, but restricts 
considerably his dark-squared bishop. This may become a telling fac¬ 
tor later. An eventual bishop and pawn ending may be very unpleasant 
for him. 

Following 5...©c6 and a subsequent development of the bishop to 
e7, Black ends up in a passive position, because his bishop is not so ac- 
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tive there as on the g7-square. White has much more space and can 
organise an attack on the kingside: !.cl-e3, @dl-e2, Sal-dl, f2-f4, fol¬ 
lowed by g2-g4-g5, or f4-f5. If Black exchanges - ll...£ixd4, then after 
12.,ixd4, it would be very good for White to transfer his rook to the 
kingside via the third rank 2dl-d3-h3, or §fl-f3-h3. 

If Black fianchettoes his bishop, then White cannot rely on obtain¬ 
ing an advantage with the classical plan, connected with the move f2- 
f3, because Black succeeds in accomplishing a pawn-break in the cen¬ 
tre after 10...Sc8 and ll...d5, which leads to complete equality. 

White can fight for the advantage only after the move 9.b3, protect¬ 
ing reliably his c4-pawn and preparing the development of his bishop 
on the long diagonal. 

It will not only neutralise the pressure of its black counterpart there, 
but contrary to the e3-square, it will,not stand in the way of his rook to 
exert pressure against Black’s e7-pawn, after the opening of the e-file. 

White’s plan is quite simple: l,b2, 0-0, Bel, £>d5. Black will have to 
play very inventively in order to organise any meaningful counterplay. 
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Part 3 


Black tries other played moves after 
l.e4 c5 2.&f3 



In this part of the book we will 
analyse variations in which Black 
plays neither 2...£ic6, nor 2...d6, 
so the development of White’s 
bishop to b5 becomes senseless. 
At first, we will deal with some 
seldom played variations - 2 ... 
Sfc7 and 2...b6 (Chapters 19 and 
20 ). 

The Nimzowitsch-Rubinstein 
Variation (2...ftf6) will be ana¬ 
lysed in Chapter 21, while in 
Chapter 22 we will pay attention 
to the O’Kelly Variation (2...a6) 
and the move 2...g6 will be ana¬ 
lysed in Chapter 23. Finally, 
Black’s resource 2...e6 will be 
dealt with in the final Chapter 24 
of our book. 


His alternatives on move two 
are not only quite infrequent 
guests in the contemporary tour¬ 
nament practice, but often they 
are simply quite dubious. 

Black falls behind catastrophi¬ 
cally in development after 2...e5?! 
3.®xe5 @e7. He regains his pawn, 
but this takes too much time (fol¬ 
lowing 3...ftc6 4.£>xc6 dxc6 5.£>c3 
£>f6 6.d3±, White simply ends up 
with an extra pawn, Gruber - 
Mann, IECC 1999). 4.d4. White 
does not insist on having extra 
material and tries to develop his 
pieces as quickly as possible. 4... 
f6 5.®d3 @xe4+ 6.ie2 ®xg2 7. 
M3 @h3 8.dxc5 @e6+. Black has 
played the majority of his moves 
with his queen. This has led to a 
hopeless position for him and 
quite deservedly so. 9.M3 fte710. 
0-0 d5 ll.cxd6 ®xd6 12.&c3 a6 
13.gel *f714.M4+- Koch - Jony, 
ICCF 2004. 

2...f5?! This is a very dubious 
move. 3.exf5 ®h6 (3...£)f6 4.d4 d5 
5. J,b5+. White develops his pieces 
with tempo. 5...£ic6 6.0-0 Mrf5 
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7.dxc5 e6 8.£>d4 «d7 9.b4 le7, 
Kotrotsos - Parginos, Athens 
2005 and here simply 10.£)xf5!? 
exf5 ll.®c3 0-0 12.a3 Sad8 13. 
M>2± Black has no compensation 
for the pawn whatsoever.) 4.d4 
®xf5 5.dxc5 @a5+ 6.®c3 e6 7.id3 
ffxc5 8.0-0 ie7 9.®e4 @c7, Cro- 
uan - Shirazi, Sautron 2014, 10. 
£>eg5!? Black has lost too much 
time to regain his pawn and White 
begins an attack. 10...h6 llJbcf5 
exf5 12.Sel! £ic6 13.®d5 hxg5 14. 
jbcg5. Black has an extra piece, 
but his king is stranded in the 
centre and his queenside is not 
developed. 14...d6 15.Sxe7+ ®xe7 
16.2el. He is incapable of defend¬ 
ing his knight on e7 and is there¬ 
fore forced to give back all the ex¬ 
tra material. 16../M8 17.itxe7+ 
@xe7 18.Sxe7 &xe7 19.@d4. If 
Black manages to coordinate his 
pieces, he might offer some seri¬ 
ous resistance. So, White must 
play very energetically. 19...2g8 
20.@h4+ &e8 21.@h5+ *d8 22. 
@f7 2e8 23Jfxg7+-, after Black 
loses his g7-pawn he will be 
doomed, because he is helpless 
against the advance of White’s h- 
pawn to promotion. 

The drawbacks of the move 2... 
£sa6 are quite obvious to the na¬ 
ked eye. Black places voluntarily 
his knight at the edge of the board. 
3.®c3 d6 4.d4 cxd4 5.®xd4!?± 
and he cannot play the move £>c6 
any more, so White’s capturing 
with the queen seems to be very 
strong. Later, he will follow with 


±b5, ig5, 0-0-0, §hel, estab¬ 
lishing a great lead in develop¬ 
ment. 

The move 2...9b6 breaks an¬ 
other principle in the opening. 
Black develops his queen too ear¬ 
ly. 3.d4 cxd4 (It is not preferable 
for him to continue with 3...e6 
4.d5 £>f6 5.©c3±. It is inconceiv¬ 
able what Black’s queen is doing 
on the b6-square and later it will 
be attacked with tempo after 
®d2-c4.) 4.!fxd4!? This is White’s 
simplest reaction. 4...©xd4 5. 
£)xd4 a6 6.c4. Black has failed to 
play £if6, in order to force ®c3, 
so White advances prudently 
his pawn, before developing his 
knight. 6...£ic6 7&e 3 g6 8.©c3 
kg7 9.0-0-0± White has much 
more space in this endgame, 
while Black will hardly manage to 
organise meaningful counterplay, 
since he lags in development. 

2...h6 - In principle, this move 
is just a loss of time. Black’s at¬ 
tempt “to utilise” it (g7-g5) will 
only lead to an additional weak¬ 
ening of his kingside. 3x3. White 
prepares the occupation of the 
centre with d2-d4. 



263 




3.. .d6 4.d4 ®f6 5.M3 g5. The 
enlarged fianchetto is obviously 
bad in this position. 6.0-0 g4 
7.®h4 ©c6, Fredis cpu - Knilch, 
playchess 2008, 8.ke3± 

3.. .g5 4.d4 cxd4 5.cxd4 d5 6. 
exd5 ©f6 7.£>e5 ig7 8.ib5+ id7 
9.±c4 0-0 10.£)c3 b5 ll.ib3 b4 
12.&e2 a5 13.h4 g4 14.0-0± Hlin- 
ka - Gildred, ICCF 2009. Once 
again the advance of Black’s pawn 
up to the g4-square has only led 
to the weakening of his kingside. 
White has reached an excellent 
version for him of the Panov at¬ 
tack with an extra pawn and good 
prospects to attack the enemy 
king. 

3.. .e6 4.d4 d5 5.exd5 exd5 
6.!b5+ ltd 7 7.@e2+ We7 8.ixd7+ 
£)xd7 9.iie3. Naturally, White is 
reluctant to exchange on e7, be¬ 
cause Black’s queen impedes the 
development of the bishop on f8. 

9...«e6 10.0-0 &gf6 ll.Seli Her¬ 
nandez Molina - Walczak, Inter¬ 
net 2013. 

2.. .@a5. This is prophylactic 
against d2-d4, but the move has a 
serious drawback, because it does 
not contribute to the develop¬ 
ment of Black’s pieces. 3.&e2. 
This is the simplest move for 
White with which he prepares his 
castling. 3...g6 (3...<5jc6 4.0-0 
£)f6 5.£ic3 e6 6.d4 cxd4 7.®xd4 
Ib4 8.£>db5 0-0 9.if4± - The c7 
and d6-squares are very weak in 
Black’s camp, Kasimdzhanov - 
Wohl, Groningen 1997) 4.0-0 
Ag 7 5.c3. The plan with c3, d4 


seems quite reasonable for White 
with a fianchettoed black bishop, 
because White not only occupies 
the centre, but also restricts the 
movements of the bishop on g7. 

5...d6 (Following 5...®c6, Black’s 
knight will come under attack af¬ 
ter d4-d5. 6.d4 cxd4 7.cxd4 £if6 
8.d5± Vysochin - Zapolskis, War¬ 
saw 2006) 6.d4 ®f6 7.e5 dxe5 8. 
dxe5 ©g4, Soltes - Ostradicky, 
Bratislava 1996. Here, White had 
at his disposal an interesting 
pawn-sacrifice: 9.e6!? Axe6 10. 
©g5 ®f6 ll.©xe6 fxe6 12.5id2 
<Sc6 13.1c4 £>d8 14.®e2± - He 
has two powerful bishops, while 
Black lags in development and his 
pawn-structure has been compro¬ 
mised. 

His position is very passive af¬ 
ter 2...d5 3.exd5 


[xlXHKI 

i llil! 



Following 3...®f6 4.J,b5+ iLd7 
5ibcd7+ @xd7, White can try to 
hold on to his extra pawn. 6.c4 e6 
7.We 2 .kd6 8.dxe6 fxe6 9.d4 cxd4 
10.&xd4 0-0 ll.£)c3 e5 12.£)b3 
ib4 13.0-0 ixc3 14.bxc3 @f7 15. 
Aa3 §c8 16.£id2 &bd7 17.§fel 
@e6 18.Sabl± astralplanet - ren- 
niemay, Internet 2012. 
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3...'S'xd5. There has arisen a 
position similar to the Scandina¬ 
vian Defence, but the move c7-c5 
is obviously not a part of the con¬ 
cept of this opening, since it does 
not contribute to Black’s develop¬ 
ment and he fails to hold on to the 
control of the d4-square anyway. 
4.®c3 @d8. This is the most reli¬ 
able retreat of his queen. (The 
move 4...@d6 has the drawback 
that the queen comes under at¬ 
tack after ©c3-b5. 5.d4 cxd4 6. 
£ib5 ®b6 7.1f4 ©a6 8.©fxd4 £sf6 
9.@e2 e6 10.®f5± White’s knights 
will unavoidably penetrate to the 
important d6-outpost, Ruben - 
Saunders, ICCF 2002.) 5.d4 
(diagram) 

Black’s lag in development 
even increases after 5...cxd4 6. 
£ixd4 ®f6 7.1f4 e6 8.&db5 fta6 
9.@xd8+ *xd8 10.0-0-0+ ld7 
ll.!e2 lb4 12.1f3+- Kasparov - 
Ferreira, Lisbon 1999. 



5...e6 6.1f4 &f6 7.dxc5 lxc5 
8.©xd8+ &xd8. The position 
has transferred into an endgame, 
but Black’s lag in development 
still plays an important role. 9. 
0-0-0+ &bd7 10.©g5. White be¬ 
gins the fight for the d6-square. 

10...*e7 ll.ftge4 !b6 12. !d6+ 
&e8 13.1a3 £>xe4 14.£ixe4 lc7 
15.g3± (followed by !g2). Black 
will have a great problem to de¬ 
velop his queenside pieces and to 
evacuate his king away from the 
centre, Nimtz - Gottschlich, Ger¬ 
many 2013. 
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Chapter 19 


l.e4 c5 2.&f3 Wc7 



Judit Polgar plays sometime 
like this. 

This is a flexible move. Black 
does not determine yet his pawn- 
structure. One of the defects of 
this move is that it does not con¬ 
tribute to the development of his 
pieces. 

3.c3 

White continues to play in the 
spirit of the Alapin system and 
quite justifiably so, since the in¬ 
clusion of the moves £>f3 - @c7 is 
in his favour. 

It would not be so practical for 
White to play 3.d4, because Black 
can transpose to the main lines of 
the Paulsen system, for example: 

3...cxd4 4.©xd4 £ic6 5.£ic3 e6. 


3.. .d6 

This seems to be Black’s most 
sensible decision. He is following 
the schemes of the Pirc-Ufimzev 
Defence. 

3.. .g6 4.d4 ±g7 (4...d6 5.M3 - 
see 3...d6.) 5.£ia3. White’s knight 
is headed for the b5-square. 5... 
cxd4 (5...d6 6.dxc5 @xc5 7.Jie3 - 
see Chapter 23, variation A; 5... 
b6, Naiditsch - Shoker, Antalya 
2013, 6.e5!?± White impedes the 
development of the enemy knight 
on g8.) 6.cxd4 a6 7.Jtd2 b5 8.§cl 
«b7 9.id3 ©c6 10.ftc2± Black 
has neither a centre nor any de¬ 
velopment, Daurelle - Baklanov, 
Email 2009. 

3.. .e6 4.d4 d6 (4...a6 5.id3 - 
see Chapter 22, variation D; 4... 
b6 5.M3 ib7 6.0-0 - see 3...b6) 
5.id3 ftd7 6.0-0 ©gf6 7.gel± - 
The threat e4-e5 is very unpleas¬ 
ant for Black, Martidis - Grivas, 
Nea Makri 1990. 

3.. .6.6 4.e5 ®d5 5.d4 cxd4 
6.®a3!? White wishes to play 
&b5, winning a tempo in the pro- 
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cess by attacking the enemy 
queen. 6...©c6 (6...£sxc3? 7.®xd4 
&xa2 8.&b5 ®c6 9.id2+-, 

Black’s knight will not get away 
from the a2-square.) 7.£>b5 ®b8 
8.cxd4 e6 9.i,c4 a6 10.ftc3 ©xc3 
ll.bxc3 d6 12.exd6 ixd6 13.0-0 
0-0 14.§el ®c715.1d3± Von Her¬ 
man - Schulz, Osterburg 2007. 
There has arisen a typical position 
with an isolated pawn-couple on 
c3 and d4. White’s pieces are 
much more actively deployed, 
while Black must be permanently 
on the alert about the possible 
sacrifice of the bishop on h7, fol¬ 
lowed by ©g5. 

3...b6. This move seems to be 
less reliable. 4.d4 Jib7 5.i:d3 e6 
6.0-0 



After 6...d6, White can exploit 
his lead in development and begin 
immediately decisive actions. 7. 
d5!? exd5 8.exd5 ixd5 9.§el+ 
i:e7 10J_f4. He is eyeing the ene¬ 
my weakness on d6. White has 
more than sufficient compensa¬ 
tion for the pawn. 10...£>c6 ll.©a3 
@d712.Ji.b5 ftf6 13.c4 ie6 14.® a4 
§c8 15.Sadl. He increases the 
pressure. 15...0-0 16.Sxe6! The 


position is ripe for a tactical strike. 

16...fxe6 17.©e5 ®c7 18.£)xc6± 
White’s two minor pieces are ob¬ 
viously stronger than Black’s rook 
and pawns. 

6.. .£>f6 7.Sel. White’s pawn- 
centre is very powerful and Black 
has no chances of equalising. 7... 
ke7 8.ig5 d6 9.©a3. White’s plan 
includes e4-e5, followed by ftc4- 
b5. 9...a6 10.e5 dxe5 ll.dxe5 ©d5 
12.‘5;c4± - After the trade of the 
dark-squared bishop, the weak¬ 
ness on d6 will hurt Black very 
much, Baron Rodriguez - Cisma- 
ru, San Agustin 1998. 

6.. .®e7, Magem Badals - Ju. 
Polgar, Madrid 1994. 



7.g3!? This is a very interesting 
idea. White prepares the develop¬ 
ment of his bishop to the f4- 
square. The slight weakening of 
the long diagonal is not so impor¬ 
tant here, since Black is incapable 
of exploiting this. 7...©g6. He pre¬ 
vents M4, but his knight will be 
very unstable on this square. 8. 
h4. Now, Black is faced with a 
rather unpleasant choice. He 
must either allow h4-h5, or com¬ 
ply with the weakening of the g5- 
square. 8...h5 9.©a3 a6 10.d5 b5 
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Chapter 19 


ll.c4 b412.£sc2± White has much 
more space and a superior devel¬ 
opment. 

4.d4 



4...a6 5.Jtd3 - see Chapter 22, 
variation B. 

It is not so precise for Black to 
play here 4...£id7, since he deter¬ 
mines the placement of his knight 
too early. 5.±d3 ©gf6 (5...g6 6. 
0-0 ig7 7.Sel a6 8.a4 e6 9.&a3 
§b8, Sebag - Galliamova, Khan¬ 
ty-Mansiysk 2012. Now, White 
can begin active actions on the 
queenside: 10.b4!? £se7 11.M4 e5 
12.iig3± - His pieces are much 
more actively placed, while 
Black’s d6-pawn is very weak.) 
6.0-0 g6 (Black weakens the d5- 
square with the line: 6...e5 7.dxe5 
dxe5 8x4!? J.e7 9.5;c3± Prociuc 
- Soltanici, Kishinev 2012.) 7.gel 
e5 8.b4!? It is essential for White 
to begin active actions on the 
queenside before Black has com¬ 
pleted his development. 8...cxb4 


9.cxb4 ±g7 10 J.b2 0-0 ll.®a3 a6 
12.Scl ffib8 13,®c4± White’s 
knight will exert powerful pres¬ 
sure against the d6-pawn from 
this square, Abasov - Benidze, 
Baku 2010. 

5.1d3 £g7 6.0-0 £\f6 7.Sel 
0-0 8.h3 

White restricts the enemy 
bishop on c8. 



The arising situation can be 
reached by transposition from the 
Pirc-Ufimzev Defence. 

8.. .e5 

8.. .a6 9.a4 b6 10.©a3 e6 11. 
M4± Glavina - Brito Garcia, Zara¬ 
goza 1996. 

8.. .§d8 9.@e2 a6 10.M4 b5, 
Karpov - Ju.Polgar, Monte Carlo 
1994, ll.a4!? bxa4 12.§xa4±, 
White begins to attack the weak 
enemy pawn on a6. 

8.. .®bd7 9.a4 e6 10.®a3 a6, 
Manca - Mrva, Moscow 1994, 
ll.lf4 e5 12.1h2± - The d6-pawn 
as well as the d5-square are very 
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weak in Black’s camp. 

8...£lc6 9.d5 ©d8 10x4 e5, 
Sendera - Urban, Lubniewice 
1998, 11.4)c3± (followed by a2-a3, 
b2-b4) White’s prospects on the 
queenside seem more dangerous 
than Black’s kingside counter- 
play. 

It may be an interesting plan 
for Black, but still insufficient for 
equality, to exert piece pressure 
against his opponent’s centre, but 
White can easily protect his d4- 
pawn. 8...©fd7 9.i,e3 4jc6 10. 
£sbd2 



10.. .a6, Seger - Areshchenko, 
Germany 2007, ll.a4!?± 

10.. .b6, Zorko - Popovic, Nova 
Gorica 2012, ll.gbl!? ib712.b4± 

10.. .e5, Badmatsyrenov 
Smirnov, Irkutsk 2010, 11.Sell? 
exd4 12.cxd4 cxd4 13.£sxd4± - 
White’s pawn-structure is prefer¬ 
able. 

10.. .5.8, Tkachiev - Ju.Pol- 
gar, Almaty 2008. White should 
better prevent Black’s counter¬ 
play connected with the move b5- 
b4. 11.a4!? b6 12.§bl ib7 13.b4± 
- The pressure against White’s 


centre has turned out to be inef¬ 
fective, but Black still has a solid 
but passive position. 

9.£>a3 

From this square, White’s 
knight can go to b5, as well as to 
the c4-square. 



9.. .®c6 

Before beginning active action 
on the kingside, Black must at 
first provoke the pawn-advance 
d4-d5. 

9.. .a6 10.&c4 ®c6 (10...©bd7 
ll.dxe5 dxe5 12.a4 b6 13.i,c2 5d8, 
Skytte - Popovic, Pula 2011, 14. 
@d6!?± - AJfter the trade of the 
queens, Black will be doomed to a 
long and passive defence.) Il.d5 
?je712.a4 4id7, Handoko - Groot- 
en, Liechtenstein 1992, 13.±g5!? 
f6 14.iih4± - It would be difficult 
for him to prepare f6-f5, because 
his knight on e7 is defenceless. 
The pawn-advance g6-g5 will lead 
to a considerable weakening of 
the light squares. 

10.&b5 ®e7 ll.d5 
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White is ready to close the cen¬ 
tre, since Black will be forced to 
lose a tempo for the retreat of his 
knight. 

U...£id8 12.a4 hh5 13.b4 
cxb4 14.cxb4± Kazhgaleyev - 
Rumiancev, Yalta 1995. 

(diagram) 

There has arisen a complicat¬ 
ed middle game, which is quite 
typical for the Pirc-Ufimzev De¬ 
fence, or the King’s Indian De¬ 
fence. Black can hardly prevent 
the penetration of White’s pieces 
to the c7-square (i:d2, gel, gc7). 
Black’s attempt to oust the enemy 



knight with the move a7-a6 will 
lead to the irrevocable weakening 
of the b6-square and White’s 
knight will be headed immediate¬ 
ly there - ®a3-c4-b6. 


Conclusion 

In the variation with 2...©c7, Black’s plan is connected with the fi- 
anchetto of his dark-squared bishop and a transposition to the Pirc- 
Ufimzev Defence. White has a powerful pawn-centre and this promises 
him better prospects, but there are so many pieces on the board that 
Black can hope to organise some counterplay on the kingside. 


■s. 
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l.e4 c5 2.£if3 b6 



This move, which has often 
been played by GM Bauer, seems 
to be insufficiently active. As a 
rule in the Sicilian Defence, if 
Black wishes to develop his bish¬ 
op to b7, he usually does this with 
a7-a6 and b7-b5, so that later his 
pawn on b5 can attack White’s 
knight on c3 with b5-b4. In addi¬ 
tion, the move 2...b6 does not 
contribute to the development of 
Black’s kingside pieces. 

3.d4 

White exploits the fact that 
Black’s actions in the centre are a 
bit slow and replies energetically. 

3...cxd4 

Black alternatives look illogi¬ 
cal. If you do not exchange your 
flank c5-pawn for White’s cen¬ 


tral d4-pawn, then why do you 
play the Sicilian Defence after 
all? 

Black’s position is just bad af¬ 
ter 3...d6?! 4.dxc5! and he cannot 
respond with 4...bxc5?, because 
of the loss of a piece after 5. 
©d5+- 

3...!b7 4.d5 6 5.M3 c4 6. 

ji,xc4 ©xe4, Yemelin - Habib, Da¬ 
mascus 2003, 7.@e2 £id6 8. &b3 
e6 9.0-0± White has established 
a huge lead in development. 

After 3...e6, it will be very good 
for White to play simply 4.d5!?± 
and the position begins to resem¬ 
ble the Indian defences in which 
the move b7-b6 is absolutely use¬ 
less for Black. 

4.®xd4 J.b7 

He cannot continue the game 
without this move. 

About 4...5}c6 5.£ic3 M>7 6. 
!f4, or 4...e6 5.®c3 ib7 6.®db5, 
or 4...a6 5.®c3 J,b7 6.iLe3, or 5... 
e6 6.ie3 ib77.®d2 - see 4...ib7. 
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5.©c3 

White develops a piece and 
protects his pawn in the process. 



5.. .a6 

Black is preparing e7-e6, de¬ 
fending against ©d4-b5. 

5.. .e6. This move seems to be 
imprecise without the prelimi¬ 
nary a7-a6. 6.®db5 d6 (6...a6 7. 
&d6+ £xd6 8.@xd6 &e7 9.±e3 
©c8 10.@g3 0-0, Nolte - Bitoon, 
Tagaytay City 2011, 11.0-0-0±. 
White’s dark-squared bishop has 
no opponent and may become 
later very unpleasant for Black.) 
7.M4. White provokes the weak¬ 
ening of the d5-square. 7...e5 8. 
©d5 £>a6 9Ae3± - The light 
squares are very weak in Black’s 
camp and he is considerably be¬ 
hind in development. 

The move 5...d6 weakens the 
light squares on Black’s queen- 
side. 6±g5 &d7 7.®db5!? ®gf6 
8.&d5 !xd5 9.exd5 g6 10.®e2± 
White has the two-bishop ad¬ 
vantage and a superior develop¬ 
ment. 


Following 5...<£if6, White has 
at his disposal the energetic re¬ 
source 6.lLg5!, after which it 
would be tremendously risky for 
Black to accept the pawn-sacrifice 

6... l $Jxe4?! (It seems more reliable 
for him to choose 6...®c6 7.£)f5 
h6 8.,ixf6 gxf6 9Ae2±, but even 
then White’s prospects seem to be 
preferable thanks to his better 
pawn-structure, Psakhis - Dizda- 
revic, Palma de Mallorca 1989.) 

7. £>xe4 iixe4 8.@g4. White at¬ 
tacks the enemy bishop and pre¬ 
pares castling queenside. 8...jkb7 
9.&b5 f6 10.M4 e5 ll.ixeS! He 
sacrifices his bishop and begins a 
decisive offensive. Il...fxe5 12. 
«h5+ g6 (12...*e7 13.0-0-0! d5 
14.«xe5+ Af7 15.ic4+-) 13. 
@xe5+ ®e7 14.®d6+ *d8 15. 
®xb7+ >&c8 16.®d6+- 

5...£sc6 6.M4 Sc8 (after 6... 
g6?! Karjakin - Kamsky, Beijing 
2013, 7.<&cb5!? gc8 8.ftxc6 gxc6 

9. ©xa7±, White ends up with a 
solid extra pawn) 7.£ixc6 dxc6 

8. M3 @d4 9.3dl. Black lags con¬ 
siderably in development. 9...@c5 

10. e5. Now, it becomes inconceiv¬ 
able how he can develop hos 
knight on g8, since after e7-e6, 
White will play ©e4-d6. 10...§d8 
ll.Sxd8+ *xd8 12.ie2 *e8 13. 
0-0 f5 14,e6. White builds a cage 
for the enemy bishop on f8. 14... 
®f6 15.Sdl ®d5 16.!e5 1-0 Belia- 
vsky - Quinteros, Vienna 1986. 
This game is a perfect instructive 
example about how to realise an 
advantage in development. 
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5...g6. Now, the position be¬ 
comes similar to the Dragon vari¬ 
ation in which the development of 
the bishop to the b7-square has a 
rather dubious reputation. 6..ie3 
!g7 7.@d2 



White’s further plan is quite 
simple: 0-0-0, f2-f3, g2-g4, 
h2-h4-h5 with an attack on the 
kingside. 

7.. .6C6 8.0-0-0 8c8 9.g4 be5 

10. f3 bc4 ll.Ixc4 §xc4 12.h4 h5 
13.g5± Parligras - Khurtsilava, 
Nikea 2003. Black has prevented 
the threat h4-h5 indeed, but has 
problems with the development 
of his knight on g8, since White’s 
g5-pawn deprives it of the f6 and 
h6-squares, while the move e7-e6 
would lead to the weakening of 
the d6-square and one of White’s 
knights will be immediately head¬ 
ed there. 

7.. .£if6 8.f3 bc6 9.0-0-0 h5, 
S.Zhigalko - Abdulov, Baku 2014 
(9... 0-0 10.g4 d6 ll.h4± Lubbe - 
Collmann, Ueberlingen 2000). 
Here, White’s most straightfor¬ 
ward line would be: 10.h3!? 0-0 

11. g4±, after which Black’s king 
will be very unsafe, because his 
castling position has been weak¬ 


ened by the move h7-h5. 

6.!e3 

White is preparing his castling 
queenside. 



6...e6 

It would not be so flexible for 
Black to opt for 6...d6, since here, 
contrary to the move 6...e6, he 
clarifies immediately his further 
plans. 7.©d2 bi6 8.f3 e6 9.0-0-0 
@c710.g4 



White begins active actions on 
the kingside. 

10...®c6 U.g5 bd7 12.h4 0-0-0 
13.h5± - Black’s castling position 
is unreliable, because his king is 
protected by only two pawns and 
they have been advanced from 
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their initial positions, Di Caro - 
Kovacevic, Steinbrunn 2005. 

10...b5. Now, you can see one 
of the defects of Black’s second 
move. Usually, in the Sicilian De¬ 
fence, he advances b7-b5 in one 
move. Il.g5 ®fd712.h4 ©e5 13.h5 
£ibd7 14.4bl ftb6, Kurayan - 
Meijers, Paderborn 2014. Here, 
White should have prevented the 
penetration of the enemy knight 
to the c4-square with 15.b3!? §c8, 



and then follow with the 
standard piece-sacrifice for simi¬ 
lar positions - 16.£)dxb5! axb517. 
&xb5 ®d8 18.ie2 d5 19.h6. Black 
is forced to weaken the al-h8 di¬ 
agonal. 19...gxh6 20.i:d4 dxe4 21. 
!xe5 ®xd2 22.Sxd2 exf3 23.®d6+ 
!xd6 24.ib5+ lc6 25.Bxd6 ixb5 
26.§xb6 ie2 27.ixh8 f2 28.id4 
fl®+ 29.Exfl ixfl 30.gxh6+- 

7.@d2 

(diagram) 

7.. .®c7 

About 7...d6 8.0-0-0 ®f6 9.f3 

- see 6...d6. 

7.. .1b4 8.f3 £if6 (8...«c7 9.a3 

- see 7...ffc7) 9.a3 ixc3 10.«xc3 



The vulnerability of the dark 
squares may hurt Black later. For 
example: 10...d5 ll.e5 £>fd7 12. 
0-0-0 0-0, Horvath - Stanec, 
Saint Vincent 2005. White 
should not be in a hurry to play 
f3-f4, because in the middle 
game, the placement of Black’s 
knight in the centre of the board 
(£>c5-e4), may turn out to be very 
unpleasant for White. 13.&bl!? 
@c8 14.@xc8 §xc8 15.f4± There 
has arisen a “French” type of an 
endgame in which Black’s light- 
squared bishop is very bad. 

7...£rf6 8.f3 &c6 (8...«c7 9.a3 
- see 7...®c7; 8...d5 9.e5 ®fd7 10. 
f4± Aleksic - Efimov, Cutro 1997) 
9.0-0-0 @c7 10.g4 £>xd4. Black 
is trying to simplify the position, 
but he cannot equalise like this. 

Il..£xd4 £lc5 12.itxc5 bxc5 13. kc4 
±c6, Kovacevic - Miladinovic, 
Mataruska Banja 2008,14.h4!?±, 
followed by h4-h5, g4-g5. 

8.f3 £if6 

The move 8...M>4 would lead 
to an inferior endgame for Black. 
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9.a3 ixc3 10.@xc3 ®xc3+ 11. 
bxc3. White has two powerful 
bishops and the weakness of his 
pawns on the c-file is compensat¬ 
ed by the vulnerability of Black’s 
b6-pawn. Il...£>e7 (The character 
of the position remains more or 
less the same after ll...d6 12.Sbl 
fod7, Giasi - Forster, Istanbul 
2012, 13.a4!?±, White fixes the 
weak enemy pawn and maintains 
a stable advantage.) 12.§bl foc8 
13.a4± Fressinet - Bauer, Ajaccio 
2007. 


9.g4 h6 10.0-0-0 



After 10...J,b4, it seems very 
good for White to opt for 11.M4!? 
@c8 12.h4± and Black cannot cas¬ 
tle kingside, because of g4-g5, 
while the exchange on c3 will lead 
to a serious weakening of the d6- 
square. 

Il.h4 foc6 12.£>xc6 dxc6 

Black’s eventual counterplay 
on the c-file would be too slow, so 
he would have to capture on c6 with 
his pawn, so that after e6-e5, he 
would not have a weakness on d5. 

13.M4 e5 14.1g3 

From this square, White’s 
bishop will squeeze the enemy 
pieces with the protection of the 
e5-pawn. 

14.. .!e715.!h3 

White is preparing g4-g5. 

15.. .£sd716.g5 Sd8 17.gxh6 
Sxh6 18.@h2± He increases the 
pressure against the e5-square, 
Matyukhin - Horvath, ICCF 
2012. Black’s defence will be very 
difficult, since his king would be 
endangered both in the centre 
and on the weakened kingside. 


Conclusion 

The move 2...b6 does not promise an easy life for Black. In it, con¬ 
trary to the main variations of the Sicilian Defence, he is too slow with 
his queenside counterplay, since he is forced to advance b7-b5 not in 
one, but in two moves. We know the famous truth that in the Sicilian 
Defence, in mutual attacks on both sides of the board, “Chess is a trag¬ 
edy of one tempo”. 
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I.e4c5 2.£>f3£>f6 



Black attacks the e4-pawn and 
wishes to provoke the move e4-e5 
with the idea to exploit later the 
exposed position of the pawn on 
e5 in order to organise counter- 
play. 

The move 2...£>f6 was played 
for the first time by A.Nimzo- 
witsch in his game against 
R.Spielmann at the tournament 
in San Sebastian in the year 1911. 
Akiba Rubinstein contributed 
greatly to the development of this 
variation. This is why it was 
named the Nimzowitsch-Rubin- 
stein Variation. Nowadays the 
move 2...©f6 is not so popular, 
but still can be encountered some¬ 
times in the games of K.Landa, 
E.Najer... 


3.e5 

This is White’s most logical 
move. He attacks the enemy 
knight with his pawn, instead of 
defending it. 

3...£)d5 

The arising position resembles 
the Alekhine Defence, except that 
Black has already played c7-c5. 
On the one hand, this is a useful 
move, because it impedes White’s 
occupation of the centre with d2- 
d4, but on the other hand it weak¬ 
ens his control over the d6-square. 
We will see later that in numerous 
variations Black will have great 
problems to advance d7-d6. 

It does not seem logical for 
Black to retreat his knight to an¬ 
other square - 3...®g4 4.h3 ©h6. 
His knight is displaced at the edge 
of the board in comparison to the 
centre of the board. 5.d4 cxd4 6. 
@xd4 &c6 7.@e4 d5 8.exd6 ©xd6 
9.©c3 @e6 10.iid3. Black has lost 
too much time on manoeuvres 
with his knight and White leads 
noticeably in development. 10... 
M711.0-0 ©xe4 12.1xe4 0-0-0 
13.ite3± - His pieces have been 
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much more harmoniously de¬ 
ployed, Rauduve - Kauppala, 
ICCF 2002. 

4.£>c3 



Now, Black has two main re¬ 
sponses. He may play either A) 

4...e6, complying with the weak¬ 
ening of his pawn-structure, or ex¬ 
change on c3 - B) 4...£>xc3, open¬ 
ing the diagonal of White’s dark- 
squared bishop and providing his 
major pieces with the d-file. 

Black’s alternatives lead to a 
considerable lag in development. 

4...®b4 5.d4 cxd4 6.£ixd4 
£)8c6 7.a3! White wishes to open 
the a-file for his rook with this en¬ 
ergetic move. 7...©xd4 8.axb4 £>c6 
9.b5. He sacrifices a pawn and seiz¬ 
es completely the initiative. 9... 
£>xe5 10.1e3 e6 ll.f4 &g6 12.b6! 
Black is forced to give up a pawn 
after this move. 12..Ae7, V.Iva- 
nov - Scharf, ICCF 2007 (12...a6? 
13.£b5+-) 13.bxa7. White’s a-pawn 
enjoys a wonderful career advanc¬ 
ing up to the a7-square at such an 
early stage of the game. 13...0-0 


14.5ja4. Now, Black must sacrifice 
a piece in order to prevent the 
penetration of the enemy knight 
to the b6-square. His compensa¬ 
tion for it is insufficient, though... 

14.. .<5ixf4 15.i_.xf4 §xa716.ie3+- 

4...<Sic7 5.d4 cxd4 6.@xd4 5 jc6 
7.We4 e6 (7...g6 8.iif4. White is 
preparing to castle queenside. His 
further plan includes an attack on 
the kingside by advancing h4-h5. 

8.. .1g7 9.0-0-0 &e6 10.ic4 ®xf4 
ll.@xf4 0-0 12.h4± Dzhumaev - 
Hamdani, Dubai 2004.) 8.iie3 f5 
9.exf6 gxf6. Black has got rid of 
the enemy e5-pawn, which was 
cramping considerably his posi¬ 
tion, but this has led to the weak¬ 
ening of his king. 10.®fh4 We7, 
Azaladze - Pantsulaia, Rasht 
2012, 11.'©e4!? White’s knight is 
very powerful here, exerting pres¬ 
sure against the d6 and f6- 
squares. Il...®d5 12.iic5 @g7 13. 
ixf8 &xf8 14.0-0-0± Black’s 
king is obviously misplaced and 
his queenside pieces are not de¬ 
veloped. 

A) 4...e6 5.£ixd5 exd5 6.d4 
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Now, he has a choice between 
the prudent move Al) 6...d6 and 
the sharper possibility A2) 6... 
fic6. 

The move 6...@b6 was played 
by S.Korolev in correspondence 
games even at the top level, but 
without particular success. 7Jte2. 
This is a very reliable move. White 
wishes at first to castle, with the 
quite justifiable idea that Black’s 
weak e5-pawn will not run any¬ 
where. 7...cxd4 8.@xd4 kc5 9. 
ffh4 



This is the best square for 
White’s queen. From here it at¬ 
tacks Black’s kingside and pro¬ 
tects the f2-pawn at the same 
time. 9...d6 10.0-0 dxe5 ll.£ixe5 
£ic6 (ll...£sd7 12.®d3± White’s 
pieces are better placed, while 
Black’s d5-pawn is weak, Santo 
Roman - Murey, Paris 1994.) 12. 
©xc6 bxc6 13.id3 £le7 (13...iie6 
14.3el± Voss - Korolev, RCCA 
2004) 14.§el ke6 15.®h5. The 
threat Sxe6 is very unpleasant for 
Black, since he cannot castle king- 
side due to the checkmate in one. 

15...c5 (15...0-0-0, Danek - Ko¬ 
rolev, ICCF 2002, 16.!e3!?±. 


Black’s king is obviously mis¬ 
placed.) 16.b3 g6 17.@e5 0-0-0 
18.if4 M6 19.W6 §he8 20.1xd6 
§xd6 21.c4 ged8 22.W4 ®c7 23. 
Sacl d4 24.Sbl. Black’s king is not 
reliably sheltered and White pre¬ 
pares the opening of files on the 
queenside with b3-b4. 24...2a6 
25.@d2 ®a5 26.b4± Stern - Ko¬ 
rolev, ICCF 2002. 


Al) 6...d6 7.ib5+ 

White develops his bishop 
with tempo and prepares to cas¬ 
tle. 



7...?ic6 

The move 7..A d7 leads to a 
comfortable advantage for White. 
8.!xd7+ @xd7 9.0-0 £c6 (9... 
ke7 10.exd6 @xd6 ll.dxc5 Wxc5 

12..ie3± The vulnerability of the 
d5-pawn and Black’s lag in devel¬ 
opment provide White with a sta¬ 
ble advantage, Alekhine - Elks- 
nis, Riga 1935.) 10.exd6 itxd6 11. 
gel+ ©e7 12.dxc5 kxc5 13.±e3 
id6 14.®d3 0-0 15.§adl±. The 
weakness of Black’s isolated pawn 
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dooms him to a long and passive 
defence, Bolbochan - Letelier 
Martner, Mar del Plata 1945. 

8.0-0 &e7 

After 8...@b6 9.c4 Jtg410.dxc5 
dxc5 ll.®xd5± Black has no com¬ 
pensation for the pawn, Darga - 
Ader Hausman, Moscow 1956. 

8...a6 9.Jbcc6+ bxc6 10.M4 
dxe5 ll.ftxe5 ie6 12.§el ®c8 
13.c4±, White creates the threat 
@a4, Kuznetsov - Mueller, USSR 
1957. Black can hardly complete 
his development without material 
losses. 

9.c4 



White is clearly ahead in de¬ 
velopment and must strive to 
open the position. 

9.. .a6 

9.. .dxc410.exd6 ®xd611.d5 a6 
12.Jbcc4 fta5, Canal - Steiner, Bu¬ 
dapest 1929, 13.±d3!? 0-0 14. 
§el± - Black’s knight is misplaced 
at the edge of the board. 


9.. .±e6 10.ie3 ®b6, Fichtl - 
Kopriva, Prague 1957, ll.exd6!? 
±xd6 12.a4± and White has nu¬ 
merous threats. 

10.. 6xc6+ bxc6 ll.®a4 

Black has succeeded in getting 
rid of his opponent’s powerful 
bishop, but this has not facilitated 
his defence, because he will have 
to sacrifice his c6-pawn in order 
to evacuate his king away from 
the centre. 

11.. .0-0 12.©xc6 &e6 13. 
exd6 ©xd6 14.@xd6 &xd6 
15.cxd5 ikxd5 16.dxc5 kx c5 
17.1e3 ie7 18.Sfdl± - Black’s 
two-bishop advantage does not 
compensate fully his lost pawn, 
Jordan - Billaudelle, chessfriend. 
com 2004. 


A2) 6...ftc6 



Black sacrifices the pawn on 
d5 trying to organise counterplay 
on the gl-a7 diagonal. 

7.dxc5 Jtxc5 8.@xd5 
This is White’s most princi¬ 
pled move. He captures bravely 
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material. This is the only way for 
him to fight for an advantage in 
the opening. 



Now, Black can either attack 
immediately on f2 with A2a) 8... 
®b6, or play at first A2b) 8...d6, 
so that later he would not have 
problems with the development 
of his bishop on c8. 

Afterthetricky move 8...@a5+, 
creating the threat £xf2, naturally 
White should avoid the loss of his 
queen by playing 9.©d2!± and 
Black would not have any com¬ 
pensation for the pawn, Becker - 
Schara, Vienna 1924. 

A2a) 8...®b6 9.ic4 

White is fighting for the initia¬ 
tive. He gives back the pawn and 
is trying to squeeze his opponent’s 
pieces with the protection of the 
f7-square. 

9.. .£xf2+ 10.&e2 0-0 11. 
Sfl£c512.£\g5 

(diagram) 

12.. .£sd4+ 

Black’s knight is transferred to 
e6 in order to neutralise the pres¬ 



sure of White’s queen and bishop 
at the f7-pawn. 

12...£jxe5!? It is possible that 
Black’s best defence here may be 
to forget about his ambitious 
plans and begin to defend pas¬ 
sively... 13.41x17! (It would be worse 
for White to choose 13.©xe5 d5 
14.®xd5 £g4+ 15.Sf3 Sad8<± and 
despite his extra material, his 
game would be much more diffi¬ 
cult due to the unsafe situation of 
his king, Brillas - Prieto, Spain 
1984) 13...£ixf7 14.Sxf7 ®e6+ 15. 
@xe6 dxe6 16.§xf8+ &xf8. The 
transfer into an endgame is not 
good for Black, because his e6- 
pawn is very weak. 17.£g5 £d718. 
Sfl+ &e8 19.£d3£e7 (It would be 
less precise for Black to play 19... 
g6 20.gf4 ie7 21.1xe7 *xe7 22. 
Sh4±, White wins a pawn, Shirov 
- Markos, Tromso 2014.) 20.£d2. 
There is just a few material left on 
the board, so White should better 
avoid the trade of the bishops if 
he wishes to continue to play for a 
win. 20...g6 21.§f3 e5. Black is de¬ 
fending against Sh3.22.§e3 £g4+ 
23.*fl £f6 24.h3 id7 25.ic3 *f7 
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26.ixe5 Se8 27.ic4+ ie6 28.ib5 
id7 29.ixd7 gxe5 30.gb3 b6 31. 
Ac6± White has won a pawn, but 
Black still has chances for a draw 
due to the presence of bishops of 
opposite colours on the board, 
Morozov - Kmiecik, ICCF 2008. 

13.&dl £>e6 14.£ie4 

White impedes Black’s pawn- 
advance d7-d6. 



14...d6?! 

This is the main line in theory, 
but it leads to a very difficult posi¬ 
tion for Black. 

It seems more reliable for him 
to choose 14...J,e7!?, for example: 
15.£id6 !xd6 16.exd6 Wc6 17.a4 
b6 18.®fxc6 dxc6 19.ga3± and 
thanks to his bishop-pair and the 
passed pawn, White maintains an 
advantage, Sorcinelli - Blitt- 
kowsky, Internet 2013. 

15.exd6 ad8 

Black cannot continue the 
game without this move. 

The line: 15...iixd6? 16.©xd6 


2d8 loses for Black, because of 
17.M4+- and he cannot regain 
his piece - 17...©xf4 18.®xf7+ 
&h8 19.®g8+! Unzicker - Sara- 
pu, Siegen 1970. 

16.1d3 

From this square, White’s 
bishop will attack the h7-square, 
covering at the same time his king 
against the checks on the d-file. 

16...!xd6 17.®h5 



17...f5 

Following 17...J.C7, White 
should continue with 18Jfxf7+ 
(The consequences of this line are 
not so clear: 18.©f6+ gxf6 19. 
®xh7+ &f8 20Jfh8+ *e7 21. 
®xf6+ *d7 22.®xf7+ *c6 23. 
@f3+ 2/d6s and despite the fact 
that Black’s king is stranded in 
the centre of the board, White can 
hardly create any real threats 
against it, Lindhom - Andreas- 
sen, ICCF 2005.) 18...*h8 19.a4. 
White is preparing the develop¬ 
ment of his rook, just in case. 19... 
±d7 20.±d2 «c5 21.®xc5 ©xc5 
22.&C1 ie6 23 Jfxe6 §xd3 24.gel 
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M6 25.@e4 2d5 26.£c3 @c6 27. 
«g4 gg8 28.&bl £c5 29.a5 h5 
30.@e4 M2 31.Se2 gf8 32.§a4± - 
He has solved the problem with 
the development of his rook on al 
and Black has no compensation 
for the pawn, anibas - kantarl3, 
Internet 2012. 

18.£)xd6 @xd6 19.®xf5 

White already has an extra 
pawn. 

19.. .®xh2 

Black restores the material 
balance. 

Following 19...®f8, Black has 
no compensation for the lost ma¬ 
terial. 20Jff7+ *h8 21.@f4 ®e7 

22.®g5 ®e8 23.id2 £e6 24.ic3 
®g6 25.*d2 2d5 26.@g3 ffd7 
27.gael £f5 28.gf3± Minerva - 
Azevedo, Italy 1989. 

20.©f7+ &h8 21.£g5 

It would be useful for White to 
oust the enemy rook to a less ac¬ 
tive position. 

21.. .5g8 22.!e3 



22...©xg2 


Black is going to suffer for 
sure, so he should at least capture 
a pawn. 

After 22...®d8, White has the 
powerful resource 23.®d5! M6 
24.®e4 @h5+ 25.*d2 £d5, Barna 
- Schalkwijk, LSS 2006, 26.@a4! 
£xg2 27.gf4. It is understandable 
that Black should not allow the 
appearance of the enemy rook on 
the h-file, since he should better 
resign immediately if this hap¬ 
pens. 27...®h2 28.gf2 @h3 29.ggl 
±c6 30.©a3 @d7 31.@b4 <&e6 32. 
gh2. The final outcome of the 
game is already beyond any 
doubt. 32...g6 33.*cl gg7 34. 
2xg6+- 

23. ®h5 ®f8 

23 ...g6 24.id4+ ©g7 25.ixg7+ 
*xg7 26.®e5+ *h6 27.©e3+ *g7 
28.&cl. Now, Black cannot play 
£g4 with a check. 28...M5 29. 
®d4+ : M\6, Braun - Choroba, 
IECG 2002,30.b3! White is creat¬ 
ing the threat &b2,ghl. 30...itxd3 
31.®h4+ *g7 32.gf2 ®xf2. Black 
is forced to give up his queen (He 
loses after 32...®c6 33.@d4+ *h6 
34.itb2+- and White’s major piec¬ 
es will easily checkmate the ene¬ 
my monarch.) 33.@xf2+- Black’s 
compensation for the queen is in¬ 
sufficient. His attempt to build up 
a fortress are doomed to fail, be¬ 
cause White can create a passed 
pawn on the queenside. 

24. §f4 ©h3 25.®xh3 £xh3 
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The exchange of the queens 
does not improve Black’s situa¬ 
tion at all. 26.&d2 ±g2 27.Sgl 
itd5 28.§h4!+- White’s bishops 
dominate all over the entire 
board. Black’s attempt to free his 
knight from the protection of his 
h7-pawn loses immediately after: 

28...h6 29.M4. 


A2b) 8...d6 



This move leads to calmer po¬ 
sitions in comparison to 8...ffb6. 
9.exd6 ®b6 10.®e4+ 

White transfers his queen with 
tempo to the h4-square in order 
to protect his h2-pawn. 

10...ie6 U.®h4 



11.. .1xd6 

Following 11. .f612.£cd3 0-0-0, 
Black’s king would not be safe at 
all on the queenside. 13.0-0 h5 
(13...Sxd6 14.a3 ®d4 15.@g3 ©c6 
16.£xd4 Sxd4 17.h3 g5 18.b4 ib6 
19.itb2 gf4 20.Sael± - His com¬ 
pensation for the pawn is insuffi¬ 
cient, Hlavac - Bazant, Czech Re¬ 
public 2000.) 14.@e4 She8 15.Jte3 
±g4, Kudrin - Gossell, Sioux Falls 
2005. White’s d6-pawn is doomed 
anyway, so White should better 
sacrifice it immediately: 16.d7+!? 
!xd7 17,ixc5 ®xc5 18.®f4± and 
again Black’s compensation for 
the pawn is insufficient. 

12.1d3 

White is preparing to castle 
kingside and protects at the same 
time his c2-pawn against £b4, or 
if5. 

12.. .®b4 

Black wishes to obtain the two- 
bishop advantage, but this can hardly 
compensate the sacrificed pawn. 

13.0-0 £)xd3 
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This intermediate check is 
very important. 

14...®c6 15.©xc6+ bxc6 

16.cxd3 0-0 17.£d4 M7 18. 
!e3 §fb8 19.b3± - Black will 
have to fight long and hard for a 
draw in this endgame, David - 
Magem Badals, France 2009. 


B) 4...fixc3 

Now, contrary to variation A, 
there will be a manoeuvring game 
without tactical complications. 

5.dxc3 



White has much more space 
and can easily develop his pieces 
- M4, ®d2, 0-0-0. 

On the other hand, Black has a 
better pawn-structure, so White 
should be on the alert about the 
exchange his e-pawn for the ene¬ 
my d-pawn (e7-e6, d7-d6, dxe5), 
after which Black will have pawn- 
majority on the kingside. White 
should not be afraid of the under¬ 
mining move d7-d6, without the 
preliminary e7-e6, because after 
exd6 exd6, instead of an extra 
pawn on the kingside, Black will 


end up with a backside pawn on 
the d-file. 

5...£ic6 

This is Black’s most popular 
move. 

The move 5...e6, usually leads 
to a transposition of moves. 6.M4 
b6 (6...&C6 7.@d2 - see 5...®c6; 

6...®b6 7.Sbl ®c6 8.±d3 - see 5... 
®c6) 7.@d2 ±b7 8.ie2 ®c6 9. 
0-0-0 ®c710.h4 h6 ll.h5 0-0-0 
12.c4 - see 5...®c6. 

The line 5...b6 enables White 
to inflict an elegant tactical strike 

- 6.e6! dxe6 7.@xd8+ 4xd8 8. 
£se5. Black’s horrible lag in devel¬ 
opment has led to an overwhelm¬ 
ing advantage for White. 8...&e8 
9.ib5+ ±d7 10.©xd7 ©xd7 11. 
M4+- Petrosian - Grigoriev, Tbi¬ 
lisi 1945. 

Following 5...@b6, Black im¬ 
pedes his opponent’s plan, con¬ 
nected with the idea to castle 
queenside. The move is not so 
useful for him, though... 6Ac4 e6 
7.0-0 d5 8.exd6 Jt.xd6, Frolyanov 

- Afanasiev, Tomsk 2002, 9. 
£sg5!?±, followed by ©h5 and 
powerful initiative for White on 
the kingside. 

It would be premature for 
Black to play 5...d5, since this 
would lead to the appearance of 
an isolated pawn for him. 6.exd6 
(diagram) 

Black’s position is bad in this 
endgame. 6...@xd6 7.@xd6 exd6 
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8. M4 J,g4 9.0-0-0. His forces 
are squeezed with the protection 
of his d6-pawn and Black is 
doomed to a long and passive de¬ 
fence. 9...j|xf310.gxf3 'i?d7 ll.i,c4 
f6 12.5d5. White is preparing to 
double his rooks on the d-file. 

12...£ic6 13.Shdl ©e5 14..ixe5 
fxe5 15.§xc5± - He has an extra 
pawn, despite its being doubled 
and his pieces are much more ac¬ 
tive, Spassky - Saadi, Mar del 
Plata 1960. 

6...exd6 7.±c4 !e7 8.0-0 0-0 

9. §el ©c6 10.@d3±, followed by 
M4 and Sadi, Price - Dantas, 
ICCF 2009. 

6.!f4 



White impedes Black’s pawn- 
advance d7-d6 and protects his 


e5-pawn at the same time in order 
to counter @c7. 

6.. .e6 

About 6...«c7 7.Wd2 e6 8.h4 - 
see 6...e6. 

Following 6...d5 7.exd6 exd6 
8.1c41e7 9.@d3! 0-0 10.0-0-0±, 
Black will be incapable of defend¬ 
ing his d6-pawn. 

After 6...h6, White has a 
cramping pawn-sacrifice, which 
would be very unpleasant for 
Black - 7.e6!? dxe6 8.@xd8+ 
©xd8 9.©e5 f6 10.J,b5+ ©c6 11. 
©xc6 J,d7 12.0-0-0 ,t,xc6 13. 
Jbcc6+ bxc6 14.iie3 h5 15„txc5±. 
White has regained the sacrificed 
pawn and Black has no compen¬ 
sation for his compromised pawn- 
structure, Heimann - Bogdano¬ 
vich, Basel 2013. 

6.. .@b6. This idea to prevent 

White’s castling queenside is not 
so bad, because in the main line 
Black can hardly create any 
meaningful counterplay. 7.Sbl e6 
8.±d3 «c7 9.0-0 h6 lO.Sel b6 
11.® d 2! White is creating the 
rather unpleasant threat ©e4-d6. 

Il...d5 12.exd6 lxd6 13.1xd6 
@xd6 14.£>e4 ®c7, Belikov - Lo¬ 
sev, Moscow 1995, 15.@g4!?± 
Black’s extra pawn on the king- 
side is immaterial, because he 
lags considerably in development 
and will have great difficulties 
to neutralise White’s piece activi¬ 
ty- __ 

/ 
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7J»d2 ®c7 


7 h6 8.h4 @c7 9.h5, or 8...b6 
9.h5 &b7 10 . c4 @c7 11.0-0-0 - 
see 7...®c7. 

8.h4 


Black cannot solve his prob¬ 
lems with 14...£>c6 15.Shel ke7 
16.&bl Shf8 17.Wd3 §h8 18.b3 a6 
19.Sd2 &b8 20.Bedl± and he will 
be doomed to a long and passive 
defence, Matyukhin - Voll, ICCF 
2010 . 



White is occupying space on 
the kingside. 

8.. .h6 

About 8...b6 9.0-0-0 h6 10. 
h5 ±b7 11x4 - see 8...h6. 

9.h5 b6 10.c4 ib711.0-0-0 

Now, Black will hardly man¬ 
age to advance d7-d6. 

11.. .0.0-0 12.ie2 

He has no counterplay and 
White can prepare patiently to 
open files for his kingside offen¬ 
sive. 

12.. .®e7 13.g4 g5 

After this move, Black will 
have a weak pawn on h6. White’s 
future plan is connected with the 
preparation of the pawn-advance 
f2-f4. 

I4.!g3 *b8 


15.&bl 



Black has no active plan and 
White can improve gradually his 
position without being in a hurry. 

15.. .^c6 

After 15...®c8 16.®e3 d5 17. 
cxd5 Sxd5 18.§xd5 ±xd5 19.5dl 
ke7 20.®d2 3d8 21.f4±, White 
managed to attack the weak ene¬ 
my h6-pawn and realised his ad¬ 
vantage, Ljubicic - Elent, ICCF 
2010. 

16.§hel le7 17.a3 Shf8 18. 
»d3 

Before advancing f2-f4, White 
prepares the doubling of his rooks 
on the d-file. 

18.. .gh8 19.Sd2 &a8 20. 
Sedl &b8 21.»e3 if8 22.b3 
ig7 23.c3 She8 24.&b2 &a8 
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25.&d3 *b8 26.1bl ia6 27. 
@e4 Sh8 



28.£\el 

Finally, White begins to realise 
his main plan. His knight frees 
the way forward of his f-pawn. 

28...Shg8 

Now, after f2-f4 gxf4, Black 
will have counterplay against the 
g4-pawn. Therefore, White is not 


in a hurry to advance his pawn 
and postpones it for nearly ten 
moves, playing it at the best pos¬ 
sible moment. 

29.£sd3 ib7 30.@e3 tf8 
31.&C1 !e7 32.±e4 &a5 33. 
±xb7 

After the trade of the light- 
squared bishops, Black’s castling 
position will not be so safe any 
more. 

33.. .@xb7 34.@e2 ®c8 35. 
f3 ®c7 36.£id3 £c6 37.1h2 
if8 38.f4! 

This is the right moment! 

38.. .gxf4 39.1xf4 Sh8 40. 
@e4 &c8 41.Sfl d5 42.exd6 
lxd6 43Jte3± - The vulnerabil¬ 
ity of the pawns on h6 and f7 pro¬ 
vides White with a stable advan¬ 
tage, Nemchenko - Dolgov, FICGS 
2012. 


Conclusion 

The Nimzowitsch-Rubinstein Variation is not such a frequent guest 
in the contemporary tournament practice. This is quite understanda¬ 
ble, because Black does not obtain a good game. 

Following 4...e6 5.©d5 exd5, Black has problems with the protec¬ 
tion of his d5-pawn. In the forthcoming battle, he is faced with a rather 
unpleasant choice. He must either defend against a very powerful at¬ 
tack in the middle game, or enter an endgame without a pawn. 

After 4...©xc3 5.dxc3 the game is much more positional. White’s 
game is much simpler. He has an easy plan to improve his position: 
M4, ©d2, 0-0-0, h2-h4-h5, followed by the organisation of a pawn 
break on the kingside. Black has no counterplay and must defend pas¬ 
sively. 
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l.e4 c5 2.?)f3 a6 



This move began to gain popu¬ 
larity during the middle of the 
19th century and it was named af¬ 
ter GM O’Kelly. It was played 
even before he did by S.Tartakow- 
er, M.Euwe and also N.Rossoli- 
mo. Nowadays, the move 2...a6 is 
often tested by A.Morozevich. De¬ 
spite its being a bit slow, the 
O’Kelly Variation is rather com¬ 
plex, since Black does not deter¬ 
mine his pawn-structure in the 
centre and preserves a great choice 
of plans in the middle game. 

3.c3!? 

White is preparing d2-d4. The 
arising positions are similar to the 
Alapin variation, except that the 
move a7-a6 is not so useful for 
Black. 


Now, he has a great choice of 
possibilities. As his main respons¬ 
es we will analyse: A) 3...g6, B) 
3...d6, C) 3„.®f6, D) 3...e6 
and E) 3...d5. 

Still, before that we will deal in 
short with some less popular al¬ 
ternatives for Black. 

It is bad for him to choose 3... 
©c6, since his knight will be at¬ 
tacked with tempo after d2-d4- 
d5. 4.d4 cxd4. One of the defects 
of this exchange is the fact that 
now, White’s knight gains access 
to the c3-square for development. 
(4...d5 5.exd5 @xd5 6.dxc5 - see 
variation E; 4...e6 5.d5±; 4...d6 

5. d5 5je5 6.5;xe5 dxe5 7.c4 $jf6 
8.®c3± Clement - Bernard, Le 
Touquet 2004) 5.cxd4 e6 (5...d5 

6. exd5 @xd5 7.®c3 - see varia¬ 
tion E) 6.d5! This move is ener¬ 
getic and strong. 6...exd5 7.exd5 
Ib4+ 8.®c3 ®e7+ 9,ie2 fte5 10. 
0-0 £rf6, Grayland - Dunn, ICCF 
2006, ll.a3!? ixc3 12.d6! This 
powerful intermediate move im¬ 
pedes the development of Black’s 
bishop on c8. 12...@d8 13.bxc3± 
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White has two powerful bishops, 
while the dark squares are very 
weak in Black’s camp. 

It is also bad for Black to opt 
for 3...b5, since it presents White 
with an object to attack. 4.a4 Jib7 
5.axb5 iixe4 6.bxa6 ®b6 7.d4 
£>xa6. Black has succeeded in ex¬ 
changing favourably his flank 
pawn for White’s central pawn in¬ 
deed, but has fallen behind con¬ 
siderably in development and his 
queenside pieces are still on their 
initial squares. 8.<?ibd2 Jib7 9. 
£sc4± White’s initiative increases 
with every move, Schneider - 
Shengelia, Germany 2008. 

3...®a5. Black impedes the 
pawn-advance d2-d4, but his last 
move has the defect that it does 
not contribute to the develop¬ 
ment of his pieces. 4Ae2. This is 
the simplest move for White. He 
just develops a piece. 4...d6 5.d4!? 
This is an energetic move. White 
advances d2-d4 before castling, 
because after 5...cxd4, he can get 
rid of the pin on the a5-el diago¬ 
nal with the move 6.b4, for exam¬ 
ple: 6...®c7 (It would be very risky 
for Black to accept the pawn-sac¬ 
rifice: 6...@b6 7.cxd4 ®xb4+ 8. 
!d2 @b6 9.£sc3<» and his lag in 
development becomes too notice¬ 
able.) 7.cxd4 £sf6 8.$jbd2. White 
has a clear lead in development. 
Black has lost too many tempi on 
manoeuvres with his queen. 8...e6 
9.0-0 £sc6 10.a3 ke7 ll.!d3 0-0 
12.ii,b2= (followed by gel) and 


Black’s queen is misplaced on the 
c7-square, while White’s pawn- 
centre is very powerful. 

A) 3...g6 4.d4 cxd4 5.cxd4 



5...d5 

Black exploits the fact that 
White’s knight has not been de¬ 
veloped to the c3-square yet and 
breaks his beautiful pawn-centre. 

About 5...d6 6.£sc3 kg7 7Ae 2 
- see 5..Ag7. 

The move 5..Ag7 leads to a 
very passive position for Black. 
6.£sc3 d6 7Ae2 &f6 8.0-0 0-0 
9.@b3!? White begins active ac¬ 
tions on the queenside. 9...£ic6 (It 
would be worse for Black to 
choose 9...b5, due to 10.a4!±) 10. 
d5 £sa5 ll.®b4± Black’s knight is 
horribly misplaced at the edge of 
the board. 

6.exd5 ®f6 7.£)c3 

The position resembles now 
the Panov attack in which the 
move a7-a6 protects Black against 
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the check on b5, but is in fact a 
loss of time. 

7...£ixd5 

Following 7... kg7 8.@b3, Black 
will hardly manage to regain his 
pawn. 8...0-0 9.ke2 fcbd7 10. 
£je5 ©b6 (It would be worse for 
him to opt here for 10...£ib6, be¬ 
cause the knight will be very un¬ 
stable on this square. 11.M3 ©e8, 
Bogut - Majeric, Pula 1999, 12. 
0-0!? ©d6 13.§el± and Black has 
no compensation for the pawn.) 
Ilj,e3 2d8, Rodriguez Cespedes 
- Bellon Lopez, Malaga 1987,12. 
£>c4!? @xb3 13.axb3± White has 
two couples of doubled pawns 
and they do not beautify his posi¬ 
tion; nevertheless, Black has no 
compensation for his material 
deficit. 

8.1c4 



8...£b6 

Following 8...©xc3 9.bxc3 kg7 
10.©g5 0-0 11.M3 e6, White can 
begin an immediate attack against 
the enemy king. 12.h4!? h6 13. 


£se4 Wc7 14J,b3 f5. This is a very 
important decision. Black ousts 
the enemy knight away from the 
centre, but weakens considerably 
his e6-pawn. 15.5)c5 r i-h8 16.i.a3 
£ic617.0-0 e518Jfg3 Sf619.2ael 
f4 20.M3 M5, Berbatov - Kuraji- 
ca, Seville 2009. Now White can 
simply capture a pawn: 21.dxe5!? 
©xe5 22.«xf4± 

9.ib3 

Here, White’s bishop will oc¬ 
cupy a very powerful position, not 
only exerting pressure against the 
f7-square, but also controlling the 
important d5-square. 

9...!g7 10.0-0 0-0 ll.Sel 
©c6 



12.d5! 

This is a typical resource for 
positions with an isolated queen’s 
pawn. White fixes at first the ene¬ 
my e7-pawn and then... 

12.. .£ia5 13.Ji.g5 

He begins to exert pressure 
against it. 

13.. .f6 14.M4± 

Black’s position has been 
weakened and White’s pieces are 
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much more actively deployed. 
Later, in the game A.Zhigalko - 
Shirazi, Lille 2014, Black contin¬ 
ued with the rather careless move 
14...§e8?, after which White 
could have obtained a decisive ad¬ 
vantage: 15.ii.c7! @xc7 16.d6+ 
&xb3 17.dxc7 £ixal 18.®d5 
®xd5 19.©xd5+ e6 20.®d8 
&f7 21.Sxal+- 


B)3...d6 

Black prepares the develop¬ 
ment of his knight to the d7- 
square. 

4.d4 



4...£>d7 

He is reluctant to exchange on 
d4 in order to thwart the develop¬ 
ment of White’s knight on bl. 

The move 4...®f6 leads to an 
endgame which is preferable for 
White after 5.dxc5 dxc5 6.@xd8+ 
&xd8 7.®bd2 ig4 8.®e5 ih5 9. 
,£e2± Shaposhnikov - Arzhenkov, 
Tomsk 2006. 


Black would make a positional 
concession if he would continue 
with 4,..cxd4 5.cxd4 e6 (5...g6 6. 
®c3 M,g 7 7.iie2 - see variation A) 
6.®c3 thf6 7.id3 ie7 8.0-0 0-0 
9.M4 ®c6 10.§cl± White has a 
space advantage and better devel¬ 
oped pieces, Mary - Fragola, 
ICCF 2009. 

As a rule, the move 4...©c7 
would not lead to original posi¬ 
tions 5..id3 



About 5...©d7 6.0-0, or 5...g6 
6.0-0 ig7 7.§el ®d7 8.ig5 - see 

4...&d 7. 

The move 5...e6 weakens the 
d6-pawn. 6.M4± Maslik - Mrva, 
Slovakia 2000. 

Following 5...±g4 6.1:e3 ftf6 
7.©bd2 e6 8.0-0 ie7, Klovans - 
Rasik, Czech Republic 2001, 
White can begin immediate active 
actions on the queenside with the 
move 9.b4!?± 

5.1d3 

(diagram) 

5...g6 

Black’s alternatives do not 
seem so convincing. 
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The move 5...e5 leads to the 
weakening of the d5-square. 6. 
0-0 £>gf6 (6...ie7 7.£>bd2 <Sgf6 

8. dxe5 - see 6...£>gf6) 7.®bd2 
ie7 8.dxe5 dxe5 9.&c4 @c710.a4 
b6, Suetin - Satz, Kiev 1958, 11. 
®h4!? White provokes the weak¬ 
ening of Black’s kingside. 11...g6 
12.f4± White has seized complete¬ 
ly the initiative. 

It is just bad for Black to opt 
for 5...b5?!, because of 6.a4 and 
he will have great difficulties with 
the protection of his queenside 
pawns. 6...c4 7Ac2 kb7 8.0-0 e5 

9. axb5 axb5 10.§xa8 @xa8 ll.£>a3 
ka6 12.dxe5 dxe5 13.b3± Vitom- 
skis - Polzer, corr. 1988. 

5.. .e6 6.0-0 ®e7. The transfer 
of Black’s knight to the g6-square 
seems to be too slow. 7Ag5 h6 8. 
M4 ®g6 9.Jig3 e5 10.b4!± Zelcic 
- Kurajica, Croatia 2000. The po¬ 
sition is closed indeed, but Black’s 
lag in development is quite no¬ 
ticeable. 

5.. .1fc7 6.0-0 



6.. .g6 7.§el kg7 8.i,g5 - see 

5...g6. 

6.. .e6 7.@e2 £ie7. Now, just 
like on the previous move, the 
transfer of Black’s knight to g6 
does not seem reasonable. 8.M4 
£>g6 9.±g3 ie710.£ibd2 0-0, Ro¬ 
driguez Fernandez - Kurajica, La 
Laguna 2007, 11.e5!? White be¬ 
gins decisive actions. Il...cxd4 
12.cxd4 dxe5 13.dxe5 b5 14.h4!±, 
followed by h5-h6. 

6.. .©gf6 7.@e2. White is 

threatening e4-e5. 7...e5. Black 
defends against his opponent’s 
threats, but weakens the d5- 
square in the process. 8.dxe5 dxe5 
9.c4 ke7 10. 5jc 3± Steinkohl - 
Mader, Hassloch 2006. White’s 
prospects, in this position with 
a symmetrical pawn-structure, 
seem better, since his knight 
can occupy immediately the 
weak d5-square, while Black’s 
knight cannot come to d4 any 
time soon. 

6.0-0 ig7 7.Sel ®c7 

There has arisen a position 
analogous to Chapter 19, but with 
the difference that Black has 
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made the unnecessary move a7- 
a6. 

After 7...b6, Van Gelder - Zu¬ 
barev, Rethymnon 2009, it seems 
very good for White to choose 8. 
jk4!?±, creating the threat Jlxf7, 
followed by ©f3-g5. 



8.ig5 e5 

Now, you can see the conse¬ 
quences of the time lost for the 
move a7-a6. Black cannot develop 
his knight to the f6-square with¬ 
out this move. 

9.£\bd2 ®gf6 10.dxe5 dxe5 
ll.a4 h6 12.1h4 b6 13.®c4± - 

The vulnerability of the d5 and 
d6-squares in Black’s camp pro¬ 
vides White with a stable advan¬ 
tage, Matlakov - Mucha, Warsaw 
2009. 

C) 3...®f6 

(diagram) 

Black makes use of the cir¬ 
cumstance that White cannot 
protect his pawn with his knight 
and forces the move e4-e5. 

4.e5 ®d5 5.d4 cxd4 

This is the best. After the ex¬ 



change on d4, White is deprived 
of the possibility to oust the ene¬ 
my knight away from the centre 
with the move c3-c4. 

This is the reason why the fol¬ 
lowing line seems to be rather du¬ 
bious for Black: 5...e6 6.c4! ©b6 
7.ie3 cxd4 8.«xd4 ±b4+ 9.&bd2 
©a4 10.®fg4± and he will have 
problems to defend his kingside, 
since his minor pieces have aban¬ 
doned it rather prematurely, Ilan- 
dzis - Karagiannis, Greece 2005. 

6.1c4 

This is an energetic move. 
White ousts immediately the ene¬ 
my knight from the centre. 

6...fob6 7.!b3 
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7.. .d5 

It would be too risky for Black 
to accept the pawn-sacrifice 7... 
dxc3, since he falls back consider¬ 
ably in development after 8.®xc3 
e6 9.®e4 ib4+ 10.id2 ixd2+ 11. 
Sxd2± Techera - Loktayev, Email 
2008. Now, almost all Black’s 
pawns are placed “against the 
rules” - that is on squares with 
the same colour as his bishop, and 
his dark squares are horribly vul¬ 
nerable. 

Following 7...e6, White can 
force a favourable trade of the 
dark-squared bishops with the 
line: S.ikgS ke7 9.kxe7 ©xe7 10. 
@xd4 ®d8 ll.£>bd2±, followed by 
®e4-d6, Ljubicic - Kristovic, Za¬ 
greb 2002. 

8.exd6 

White is clearly ahead in de¬ 
velopment and naturally, should 
strive to open the position. 

8.. .©xd6 

Black has also tried in practice 
the move 8...e6, in order to cap¬ 
ture on d6 with his bishop. 9.cxd4 
!xd6 10.£c3 ®8d7 11.0-0 ®f6, 
Popovic - Barlov, Novi Sad 1995, 
12.®e5!? 0-0 13.ig5± (followed 
by @f3, Sadi, Sfel). White has 
reached a very favourable version 
of a position with an isolated 
pawn. Its weakness is completely 
immaterial, because his pieces are 
considerably more active. 


9.0-0 



9.. .£>c6 

Now, just like on Black’s move 
seven, he should better not cap¬ 
ture on c3: 9...dxc3?! 10.©g5! e6 

11. @f3 We7 12.&xc3s, with an 
overwhelming lead in develop¬ 
ment for White. 

10.cxd4 e6 ll.£\c3 M,e7 

12. gel 

There has arisen a typical po¬ 
sition with an isolated queen’s 
pawn for White. 

12 .. . 0-0 



13.a3 

This is a standard resource in 
similar situations. White prevents 
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the manoeuvre ®b4-d5. 13... 
£)d5, Ogloblina - Girya, Belgorod 
2008, 14.©d3!? From this square 
White’s queen will eye the weak 
h7-square. 14...Sd8 (14...©f6 15. 
ig5 Sd8 16.Sadl±) 15.£>g5. Now, 
in order to avoid the weakening of 
his pawn-structure on the king- 
side, Black will have to part with 
his strong bishop. 15...jbtg5 16. 
Jtxg5 f6 17.iLd2± White’s bish¬ 
op-pair is powerful force in this 
position, moreover that Black’s 
e6-pawn is very weak. 


D) 3...e6 

This is a very logical move. 
Black is preparing d7-d5. 

4.d4 



4.. .d5 

His alternatives seem weaker. 

4.. .£>f6 5.e5 <$jd5 6.c4 - see 
variation C. 

The move 4...b5 leads to the 
weakening of Black’s queenside 
pawn-structure. 5.a4± 


4.. .b6 5.id3 ib7 6.0-0 d6 
7.®e2 ®d7 8.d5!?. With this 
pawn-advance, White restricts 
considerably Black’s fianchettoed 
bishop. 8...e5 9.a4 £igf6 10.£ia3±, 
followed by ®c4, b2-b4. 

4.. .5.c7 5.id3 b5 (5...d6 6. 
if4±; 5...b6 6.0-0 ib7 7 Jfe2 d6, 
Fakhrutdinov - Shamin, Sterlita- 
mak 2011, 8.d5!?±, followed by 
c3-c4 and it becomes inconceiva¬ 
ble why Black has developed his 
bishop to the b7-square in the 
first place) 6.0-0 itb7 7.a4 c4 8. 
,ic2 ®f6 9.e5!? ®d5 10.®g5+ 
White’s kingside initiative is be¬ 
coming quite real. 

4.. .cxd4. After this exchange, 
as we have already mentioned nu¬ 
merous times, White’s knight on 
bl gains access to the c3-square 
for development. 5.cxd4 b5 (5... 
d6 6.®c3 - see variation B; 5...d5 
6.e5 - see 4...d5) 6.a4 b4 7.^,d3± 
Augustat - Mueller, Rowy 2002. 
Now, after Black has played b5- 
b4, White’s knight cannot go to 
c3, but later it can be advanta¬ 
geously deployed to c4 or b3. 

5.e5 

White is occupying space, 
(diagram) 

The position resembles the 
French Defence (variation l.e4 e6 
2.d4 d5 3.e5). The move a7-a6 is 
not so useful, since it does not 
contribute to Black’s main plan in 
this variation - the counterplay 
against White’s pawn on d4. 
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Black has two basic plans in 
this position: Dl) 5...i,d7, pre¬ 
paring the trade of the light- 
squared bishops and D2) 5... 
£)c6. 

About 5...cxd4 6.cxd4 Jkd7 (6... 
©c6 7.Jid3 - see variation D2) 
7.ild3 - see variation Dl. 

5.. .@b6 6.±d3 ®c6 7.0-0 or 

6...cxd4 7.cxd4 £sc6 8.®c3 - see 
variation D2. 

The alternatives for Black are 
not so logical. 

5.. .c4. After this move the 
game is focused on the flanks. 6. 
g3!?± White’s plan, connected 
with a pawn-offensive on the 
kingside (ilg2, 0-0, ©h4, f2-f4), 
seems more promising than 
Black’s counterplay on the other 
side of the board. 

5.. AA7. This move is original, 
but is not so strong. Black wishes 
to place on c6 his king’s knight 
and not the queen’s knight. 6..&d3 
h6 7.0-0 £>e7 8.Sel £ic6 9.&bd2 


®b6 10.dxc5. We will encounter a 
similar exchange numerous more 
times in this chapter - Black is 
deprived of his counterplay 
against White’s weak pawn on d4. 

10..Jixc5 ll.@e2 @c7, Balashov - 
Szabo, Sochi 1973, 12.£b3!? k&7 
13.£ibd4± Black’s light-squared 
bishop can hardly be useful in this 
position. 


Dl) 5...!d7 

Black is trying to use the move 

2...a6 for an advantageous trade 
of the light-squared bishops. 

6.!d3 

White ignores his opponent’s 
plan for the moment and tries to 
develop his kingside pieces as 
quickly as possible. 



6...cxd4 

Without this exchange, the 
move with the bishop on b5 would 
be a mistake. 

The point is that after 6...iLb5 
7.iLxb5+ axb5, White would have 
the resource 8.dxc5 iLxc5 9.b4! At 
first, he fixes the weak enemy 


296 





I.e4 c5 2.£hf3 a6 3.c3 e6 4.d4 d55.e5 


pawn on b5 and then attacks it 
with his knight and queen. 9... 
ib6 10.£a3 ®d7 ll.We2 &e7, 
Claridge - Luebke, IECG 1997, 
12.®xb5!? 0-0 13.a4 ®bc6 14. 
0-0± Black’s compensation for 
the pawn is insufficient. 

About 6...£>c6 7.0-0 - see var¬ 
iation D2. 

7.cxd4 ib5 



8.£c2! 

Naturally, White should avoid 
the exchange of the light-squared 
bishops, because his central 
pawns are deployed on dark 
squares and his bishop is “good”! 
The enemy bishop on b5 prevents 
his castling, but White plans to 
oust it from there later with the 
moves a2-a4, or ©c3. 

8...£b4+ 

Following 8...a5 9.<5jc3 Jka6 
(9...£b4 10.Jld2 - see 8...£b4) 
10.®e2 £b4+, Bissieres - Lich- 
man, France 2006, White should 
avoid the trade of pieces, since he 


has much more space - ll.&fl!?±, 
followed by h2-h4, §h3, 4gl. 

9.£ic3 a5 

Black ensures the a6-square 
for the retreat of his bishop. 

9...£>e710.a3 is,xc3+ ll.bxc3 a5 
12.©g5. White begins active ac¬ 
tions on the kingside. His knight 
not only attacks the h7-pawn, but 
also opens the way of his queen to 
the g4 or h5-squares. 12...h6. 
Black ousts the enemy knight 
from its active position. 13.©h3. 
From here, White’s knight can go 
to f4, or h5, exerting powerful 
pressure against Black’s kingside. 

13...£)d7 14.£>f4 0-0 15.®g4 gc8 
16.±d2 i,a6 17.h4± White’s rook 
joins in the battle (Sh3-g3), creat¬ 
ing complicated problems for the 
opponent. 



10.1d2 

White gets rid of the pin of the 
knight. 

It also seems good for him to 
continue with the energetic move 

10.®g5!?± and Black cannot play 
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10...h6?, because of ll.@h5+- 

10.. .1.£c3 

Black cannot equalise by re¬ 
treating his bishop 10...1a6 ll.a3 
ilxc3 12.bxc3 ®e7 13.4ig5 h6 14. 
£>h3 @c7 15 Jfg4± Thurrott - Va- 
nanderoye, Internet 2011. 

Il.bxc3 h6 

11.. .ffd7, T.Kosintseva - Ju, 
Beijing 2014,12.a4!?l,c4 13.5lg5± 
with powerful initiative for White. 

12.&gl 

He wishes to cover the diago¬ 
nal of the enemy bishop in order 
to evacuate his king away from 
the centre. 

12.. .£>e7 



13.©g4!? 

White activates his queen be¬ 
fore playing £se2. 

13...STc714.&e2 @c4 15.®f4 
g6 16.£)d3 £)d7 17.0-01 Fruit 
- Roof, Internet 2013. Black’s de¬ 
fence will be very difficult. He can 
hardly find a safe haven for his 


king, moreover that the dark 
squares in his camp are horribly 
weakened. 


D2) 5...£)c6 

Black gives up the idea to ac¬ 
complish the somewhat slow 
transfer of his bishop to b5 and 
wishes to create pressure against 
the enemy d4-pawn. 

6.£d3 



6...!d7 

About 6...@b6 7.0-0 cxd4 (7... 
jtd7 8.dxc5 - see 6..Ad7) 8.cxd4 
±d7 9.©bd2 - see 6...!d7. 

After 6...©h6, Yankovsky - Al- 
dama Degurnay, Monterey Park 
2013, White’s simplest reaction 
would be 7.&ih6!? gxh6 8.0-0± 
and the defects of Black’s kingside 
pawn-structure may become an 
important factor later. 

Following 6...©ge7, White can 
transfer his knight to e2, fortify¬ 
ing his d4-pawn. 7.©a3!? cxd4 8. 
cxd4 £>f5 9.£>c2 ie710.0-0 0-0, 
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Aseev - Petrovic, Oberwart 1994. 
Here, White can begin active ac¬ 
tions on the kingside with the 
line: ll.g4!? £sh4 12.£ixh4 jkxh4 
13.f4± 

It would be imprecise for Black 
to choose 6...cxd4 7.cxd4 @b6 8. 
£ic3 kA7 9.iibl. After the retreat 
of White’s bishop, Black can hard¬ 
ly create meaningful counterplay 
against the d4-pawn. 9...§c8 10. 
0-0 ©ge7 ll.Sel ®a5 12.£)g5 h6 
13.4jh7!±, followed by ftxf8, ex¬ 
changing the important enemy 
bishop. After this White will not 
only have the two-bishop advan¬ 
tage, but also very good attacking 
prospects on the weakened dark 
squares, Krzyzanowski - Kuzai, 
ICCF 2013. 

7.0-0 



7...cxd4 

It would not be so principled 
for Black to choose 7...@c7, Lagno 
- Cherniaev, Khanty-Mansiysk 
2013, 8.a3!?±, White prevents 
Black’s counterplay, connected 


with an exchange on d4, followed 
by £ib4. 

It would be imprecise for Black 
to opt for 7...@b6, because of 8. 
dxc5! Ixc5 9.b4 M8 10.@e2 £>ge7 
ll.£ibd2 ?',g6, Pokojowczyk - 
Gulko, Polanica Zdroj 1977, 12. 
£sb3!?and after the exchange of 
the pawn on d4, Black can hardly 
find an active plan for his further 
actions. 

8.cxd4 ©b6 

After this move, White will 
have some problems with the pro¬ 
tection of his d4-pawn. 



9.£bd2!? 

This is an interesting possibil¬ 
ity. White wishes to sacrifice a 
pawn for initiative. 

The consequences of the move 
9 .Jlc 2 are not so clear, because af¬ 
ter 9...&b4 10.ib3 ib5 ll.gel 
£>d3 12.Se3 ftxcl 13.@xcl, Black 
obtains the two-bishop advan¬ 
tage. 13...g6 14.a4 i,c6 15.a5 @d8 
16.®dl Sc8 17.ia4 ®e7 18.abd2 
ffd7 19.ic2 ib5 20.abl ih6<± 
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The arising position is very com¬ 
plicated and both sides have their 
trumps, Mamonovas - Guevara, 
ICCF 2011. 

9.. .£ib4 

9.. .(bxd4. It would be too dan¬ 
gerous for Black to accept the 
pawn-sacrifice. 10.£)xd4 ©xd4 11. 
£>f3 ®b6 12.ie3.ic5 (But not 12... 
®xb2, because White’s rook be¬ 
comes tremendously active. 13. 
§bl @xa2 14.§xb7±) 13.ixc5 ®xc5 
14.Scl ®b6 15.&g5. White sacri¬ 
fices another pawn and seizes 
completely the initiative. 15... 
@xb2 16.'If3 £h6 17.@g3 @b4 18. 
h3», preventing @g4, Chamaev - 
Mamonovas, ICCF 2011. In the 
arising complicated position, 
Black’s two extra pawns are abso¬ 
lutely immaterial, since he can 
hardly parry White’s threatening 
initiative. 

lO.ibl ib5 ll.Sel £d3 12. 
ixd3 ixd3 



Black has managed to force 
the favourable trade of his oppo¬ 
nent’s important light-squared 


bishop, but has lost too much 
time while doing this. 13.2e3 
lg6 14.Sb3 STa7 15.®h4. White 
should better exchange the pow¬ 
erful enemy bishop. 15...£ie7 16. 
£ixg6 hxg6 17.£lf3 ®c6 18. 
Jtg5± Schneider - Schyndel, In¬ 
ternet 2011. If Black’s pawn had 
been on the h7-square, the posi¬ 
tion would have been nearly 
equal. Now, White maintains an 
advantage. After Black castles 
kingside, White can begin an at¬ 
tack against the enemy monarch. 
In order to do this, he must trans¬ 
fer his queen to h4 and his rook to 
the h3-square. 


E) 3...d5 4.exd5 



4...®xd5 

Following 4...®f6, White 
should continue with 5.d4. (The 
consequences of the move 5x4 
are not so clear, because after 5... 
e6 6.dxe6 ,ixe6, Black has good 
compensation for the sacrificed 
pawn. 7.b3 <5x6 8.ie2 ®c7 9.ib2 
0-0-0 10.&a3 &d4 ll.<&xd4 


300 





I.e4 c5 2.&J3 a6 3.c3 d5 4.ed ® xd5 5.d4 


cxd4s - His position is much eas¬ 
ier to play, Tiviakov - Fier, Izmir 
2013.) 5...cxd4 (5...ffxd5 6.ie3 - 
see 4...@xd5) 6.@a4+. This check 
is very unpleasant for Black. 6 ... 
@d7 7.®xd7+ £bxd7 8x4. There 
has arisen an endgame in which 
Black will have problems with the 
protection of his d4-pawn, which 
is too far from the rest of his forc¬ 
es. 8...b5 9.b3 bxc4 10.bxc4 e6 
ll.dxe6 



Black has an interesting line 
here, but it is still insufficient for 
equality: ll...£x5 12.exf7+ &xf7, 
Lampert - El Debs, Caleta 2014, 
13.®xd4. The activity of his pieces 
might be enough to compensate 
one sacrificed pawn, but not two... 

13.. .£ice4 14.A,a3. The exchanges 
of pieces are in favour of White. 

14.. .11xa3 15.©xa3 Se8 16..ie2 
©c3 17.®ac2 ,S,g4 18.®e3± - He 
has succeeded in neutralising his 
opponent’s tactical threats and 
Black will soon need to begin de¬ 
fending. 

U...fxe6 12.©xd4 e5 13.®c2 
ic5 14.®d2 ib7 15.£>b3 M6 
16.il,e3±. Black’s bishop on b7 ex¬ 
erts powerful pressure against 
White’s kingside, but this is insuf¬ 


ficient to compensate the sacri¬ 
ficed pawn, Krueger - Belanoff, 
IECG 2007. 

5.d4 



In this position, Black has two 
basic plans. He can play immedi¬ 
ately E2) 5...e6, or develop at 
first his bishop to an active posi¬ 
tion with El) 5,.Ag4. 

5...g6. After this rather slow 
move, Black’s lag in development 
may become an important factor. 
6.£sbd2!? White is preparing the 
development of his bishop to the 
c4-square in order to exploit the 
insufficient protection of the ene¬ 
my f7-pawn. 6...cxd4 7.jkc4 @d8 
8.<Bxd4 £>f6 9.0-0 ig7 10.@a4+! 
After this check Black can hardly 
find a satisfactory defence, be¬ 
cause after 10...®bd7 (He loses 
immediately following 10...id7?, 
due to ll.ffb3 0-0 12.@xb7+-), 
White can inflict a crushing tacti¬ 
cal strike - ll..t,xf7+! &xf7 12. 
@b3+ &e8 13.£se6. Now, in order 
not to resign immediately Black 
must part with his extra piece, af- 
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ter which his compensation for 
the pawn would be insufficient. 

13...&C5 14.5jxc5± 

5.. .ftc6 6.dxc5!? ®xdl+ (Or 6... 
Wxc5?! 7.ie3 ®a5 8.£)bd2±, fol¬ 
lowed by £)c4, sending the knight 
to occupy the weakened b6- 
square, Badmatsyrenov - Pogrom- 
sky, Kazan 2000.) 7.ixdl J,g4 8. 
©c2 ©f6 9.b4± Black has some 
compensation for the pawn in this 
endgame, but it is not enough to 
equalise. 

5.. .cxd4. This exchange seems 
to be premature, because after 

6. cxd4, White can win a tempo by 
attacking the enemy queen with 
his knight from c3. 6...e6 (Black’s 
situation is even worse after 6... 
&c6 7.fcc3 Sd8 8.d5±, or 6...1g4 

7. £ic3!± and he loses after 7... 
jbcf3?, because of 8.5jxd5 J,xdl 
9.&c7+ &d8 10.ftxa8+-) 7A c3 
«d8 8.iic4 ®f6 9.0-0 



White has reached a very fa¬ 
vourable version of a position 
with an isolated pawn, since his 
opponent has lost too much time 
on manoeuvres with his queen. 

9...b5 (Following 9 ...ke7, White 


maintains a comfortable advan¬ 
tage with the line: 10.d5 exd5 11. 
£ixd5 5jxd512,ixd5 0-0 13.@b3± 
and then J,e3(f4), Sfdl, Sacl.) 
10 J,b3 jib7 ll.d5! White accom¬ 
plishes a standard central pawn- 
break for similar positions, with¬ 
out waiting for his opponent to 
evacuate his king away from the 
centre. Il...®xd5 12.£)xd5 Jixd5, 
Hoi - Cervenka, Trnava 1987, 
13.i.g5!? White develops his piec¬ 
es with tempo. 13...f6 14.ael! :S.e7 
15.M4 5jc6 16.ixd5 ®xd5 17. 
@xd5 exd5 18.Sacl £>e5. Black is 
forces now to part with his extra 
pawn. 19.£ixe5 fxe5 20.Sxe5 0-0 
21.Sxe7 §xf4 22.3cc7± White 
maintains an overwhelming ad¬ 
vantage thanks to his dominance 
over the penultimate rank. 

If 5...£if6, then 6..l;e3, creating 
the threat to capture on c5. 6... 
cxd4 (It would be too dangerous 
for Black to chase the enemy bish¬ 
op, because his lag in develop¬ 
ment may become catastrophic. 

6.. .®g4 7.“Sjbd2 £>xe3 8.fxe3 e6 
9.Jid3 ke7 10.0-0± - The ex¬ 
change on e3 has fortified White’s 
centre and has opened the f-file 
for his rook, Lisowski - Kos, War¬ 
saw 2012.) 7.cxd4 

(diagram) 

It is just bad for Black to play 

7.. .b5, in view of 8.a4 b4 9.©bd2± 
Ragger - Kurajica, Zadar 2006. 

Or 7...ig4 8.&c3! @d6, Kotan 
- Bernasek, Ceska Trebova 2006, 
9.©b3± with very unpleasant 
threats for White. 
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It seems too slow for Black to 
choose 7...g6 and he has no time 
to fianchetto his bishop. 8.®c3 
ffa5 9.®b3 ig7 10.fte.5. This is 
not so much an attack against the 
f7-square, but a transfer of the 
knight to c4 in order to exploit the 
vulnerability of the b6-square. 
10. ..0-0 ll.£sc4 @c7 12.<f ib6 ga7 
13.d5+- Zierk - Durarbayli, Por¬ 
to Carras 2010. 

It is possible that Black’s best 
choice in this position may be the 
move 7...e6 - transposing to vari¬ 
ation E2. 


El) 5...ig4 6.1e2 



6...e6 

White is preparing the devel¬ 
opment of his kingside pieces. 


About 6...£>f6 7.0-0 e6 8.h3 - 
see 6...e6. 

It would be inaccurate for 
Black to opt for 6...cxd4 7.cxd4 e6 
8.£sc3 .kb4 9.0-0 Sfa5, Laccour- 
reye - Collados, San Agustin 
2012, 10.h3!? ih5 ll.d5! After 
this pawn-break, there arise 
complications advantageous for 
White. Il...&xc3 12.dxe6! M6 
13.&g5 lxg5 14.ixh5 g6 15.M3 
fxe6 16. Ixg5 txg5 17.1xb7 ga7 
18Jfd4 Sxb7 19,@xh8 *f8 20. 
gacl+- 

7.0-0 £if6 8.h3 

This leeway for the king will be 
always useful. 

8.. .!h5 9.c4 

White exploits his lead in de¬ 
velopment and begins active op¬ 
erations. 

9.. .®d8 



10.d5!?N 

This pawn-sacrifice is very 
promising. 

10...exd5 ll.£sh4 k.g6 
It would be worse for Black to 
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choose ll...lxe2 12.®xe2+ ®e 7 
13.«dl ®d7 14.Sel+ ite 7 15-©c3 . 
White has powerful initiative an 
after the careless move 15...d4. 
Black loses immediately: 16. 
© a 4+- and his queen cannot pro¬ 
tect simultaneously the f5 and b6- 
squares against the penetration of 
White’s knights. 

12.cxd5 



12...id6 

This is the most reliable move 
for Black. He should better not go 
after material gains and should 
evacuate his king away from the 
centre as quickly as possible. 


E2) 5...e6 



Black wishes to develop quick¬ 
ly his pieces and to castle king- 
side, but his bishop on c8 will not 
be so actively placed as on the g4- 
square. 

6.1e3 

White creates the threat to 
capture on c5 and wishes to force 
his opponent to exchange on d4. 

6...cxd4 


Following 6...£if6 7.dxc5 5)c6 
8.@d2± Black has no compensa¬ 
tion for the pawn. 

7.cxd4 £sf6 8.£ic3 


Following 12...ffxd5 13.@xd5 
£sxd5 14.£sxg6 hxg6 15.J.f3 4ib4 
16.1xb7 Sa7 17.Sel+ Ie7 18.1e4 
f5 19.a3±, White maintains a sta¬ 
ble advantage thanks to his supe¬ 
rior pawn-structure. 

13.&C3 0-0 14.f4 £ie4 15. 

£ixg6 ©xc3 16.bxc3 hxg6 17.c4 
®d7 18.a4± - He has a pair of 
powerful bishops and a protected 
passed pawn. 8...®d6 
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8.. Jkb4 9.i>,d3 b5. This move is 
too optimistic. 10.0-0 iLxc3 11. 
bxc3 M>7 12.a4±. Black’s queen- 
side pawns need additional pro¬ 
tection, Galkin - Sulava, Metz 
2000. 

Following 8...©a5 9.lid3 ftc6 
(9...b5 10.0-0 ib7 ll.£ie5± Vu- 
jadinovic - Jovicic, Belgrade 
2009), White should continue 
with 10. a3, preparing b2-b4. 

10..J,e711.0-0 0-0 12.b4 @d8 (It 
is not so accurate for Black to 
choose here 12...@c7, because 
after 13.Scl, the juxtaposition of 
the rook and the queen on the c- 
file will be obviously in favour of 
White. 13.,.M7 14.ftg5± Mana- 
gadze - Tukhaev, Chalkida 2009.) 
13.§cl ®d5 14.&xd5 exd5 15.&e5. 
Naturally, White should not allow 
,ig4. 15...£sxe5 16.dxe5 a5, Ara- 
novitch - Bevilacqua, Milan 
2004. Now, White had to trans¬ 
fer with tempo his queen to the 
b2-square in order to protect his 
b4-pawn. 17Jfc2!? g6 18.®b2±. 
His pawn-structure is clearly 
preferable. 

8.. .©d8. Black’s queen is more 
reliably placed on this square 
than on d6, but he has no chances 
of creating counterplay against 
the enemy d4-pawn. 9.id3 ie7 
(9...ac6 10.0-0 id6 U.ig5± - 
This pin of the knight is rather 
unpleasant for Black, Yemelin - 
Biriukov, Voronezh 2012.) 10. 
0-0 £>c6. White is preparing 
©b4-d5 (10...0-0 ll.£ie5±). ll.Scl 


©b4 12.!bl 0-0 13.£ie5 id7 
14.@f3 ©bd5 15.ig5 ic6 16.»h3 
g6, Vocaturo - Djuric, Rome 
2005,17.±h6 Se8 18.Sfel±. White 
has accomplished the standard 
set-up for positions with an iso¬ 
lated pawn. His activity compen¬ 
sates with an interest the vulner¬ 
ability of his d4-pawn. 

9.&d3 ©c6 

About 9...ie7 10.0-0 0-0 11. 
Scl £>c6 12.a3 - see 9...©c6. 

10.a3 

White prevents the transfer of 
the enemy knight on c6 to the d5- 
square with tempo. 

10...!e711.0-0 0-0 

The move 11...b5 only weakens 
unnecessarily Black’s position. 12. 
®e4 5lxe4 13.j2,xe4+ and White 
has very powerful pressure on the 
long diagonal, Babici - Burnoiu, 
Bucharest 1998. 

12.gel 



12...Sd8 
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Black’s pressure against the 
enemy d4-pawn does not promise 
him much, since it has been relia¬ 
bly protected. 

Following 12. ..b5 13.©e4 ftxe4 
14.ikxe4 iib7, White obtains a sta¬ 
ble advantage by accomplishing a 
standard pawn-break. 15.d5 exd5 
16.®xd5 Sxd5 17,ixd5 gac8 18. 
©e5±. Black’s defence will be very 
difficult in this endgame, because 
he will be incapable of obtaining 
any counterplay, Krivolapov - Ju- 
hasz, Gyongyos 2004. 

After 12...£d7, Van Mil - So- 
sonko, Eindhoven 1992,13.g3!?±, 
Black will suddenly have prob¬ 
lems with his queen on d6 (White 
is threatening £f4). 

13.®e4 

White exchanges the knights, 
weakening the control over the 
d5-square. 

13.. .£ixe4 14.jl.xe4 

(diagram) 

14.. .M7 


After 14...M6, Iordachescu - 
Dutreeuw, Turin 2006, it would 
be very good for White to choose 
15.@b3!? and Black will have 
problems with the development 
of his knight on c8. 

15.®d2. White is preparing 
gfdl and d4-d5. 15...£e8 16. 
gfdl M6, Pirttimaki - Nokso 
Koivisto, Espoo 1989. White can 
maintain the advantage in nu¬ 
merous ways, but his simplest 
seems to be 17.Sfc2!? h6 18.d5 
exd5 19.£xd5± - After White 
has got rid of his isolated pawn, 
Black will have to switch to only 
defending. 


Conclusion 

Black fails to equalise completely in the O’Kelly Variation, because 
the move 2...a6 is in many variations simply a loss of a tempo. 

As a rule, there often arise transpositions to other opening systems, 
but in a worse version for Black. 

Following 3...©f6, or 3...d5 4.exd5 ®xd5, he obtains a bad version of 
the Alapin variation. 

After 3...e6 4.d4 d5 5.e5, there arises the French Defence in which 
the move a7-a6 is again useless and in numerous variations Black fails 
to organise counterplay against White’s d4-pawn. 
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l.e4 c5 2.£)f3 g6 



This order of moves is often 
used by Black when he wishes to 
play the Dragon variation, but to 
avoid the variations connected 
with the development of White’s 
bishop to b5 on move three, after 

2...£sc6, or 2...d6. 

3.d4 

This is White’s most energetic 
move. 

Now, Black has a choice be¬ 
tween: A) 3...iLg7 or B) 3... 
cxd4. 

He just loses time after 3...£if6 
4.e5± 

3...©c6 4.d5 £sa5 5.®c3± Pa- 
glilla - Quinteros, San Isidoro 
1993. 


Following 3...d6 4.dxc5 @a5+, 
Black will have to lose tempi in 
order to regain his pawn and will 
fall behind in development. 5.®c3 
@xc5 6.Jte3 @a5 7.e5!?± This is an 
energetic move and White seizes 
completely the initiative after it. 
In addition, Black cannot accept 
the pawn-sacrifice, because after 

7...dxe5?, White will follow with 
8.@d5 @xd5 9.£xd5 &d8 10.£xe5 
l,e6 ll.£sf4+- and Black’s lag on 
development will lead to a catas¬ 
trophe for him, despite the ab¬ 
sence of queens off the board. 

A) 3...itg7 4.dxc5 

This is the most practical move 
for White. 

He not only fights for the 
opening advantage, but avoids 
the transition to the Dragon vari¬ 
ation, which would become pos¬ 
sible after the natural response 
4.£>c3 cxd4 5.£ixd4 £ic6, or 5...d6. 
(diagram) 

4...@a5+ 

Naturally, Black will regain his 
pawn, but his queen enters the ac¬ 
tions a bit too early. 
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Following 4...©a6 5.Jixa6 bxa6 

6. @d5 §b8 7.®e5 e6 8.@d6±, 
White will manage to hold on to 
his extra pawn, Mrva - Rogos, 
Slovakia 2013. 

After 4...£sf6 5.£c3, the threat 
e4-e5 will be very unpleasant for 
Black. 5...@a5 (5...0-0 6.1e3 @a5, 
Neubauer - Habibi, Triesen 2008, 

7. ?]d2!?±, followed by ©b3, or ®c4 
and Black’s compensation for the 
pawn will be insufficient.) 6.e5 
®e4 7.©d4 ®xc3 8.id2. This is a 
precise move. White regains the 
piece and preserves the elasticity 
of his queenside pawn-structure. 

8...&b5 9.@h4 Sc7 10J,xb5 ®c6 
11.0-0-0± - He has an over¬ 
whelming lead in development, 
while Black will still have to lose 
time to regain his sacrificed pawn, 
Shaw - Epishin, Groningen 1999. 

5.c3 Sxc5 6.£sa3!? 

(diagram) 

This is an important accurate 
move! White should not oust im¬ 
mediately the enemy queen from 
the c5-square (ike3), since it is 
misplaced there. 



Black develops his kingside 
pieces and attacks the enemy 64- 
pawn in the process. 

After 6...©c6 7 Ac A, the mis¬ 
placed Black’s queen is endan¬ 
gered. 7...<&a5 8.±e3 Sc7 9.Sa4± 
with a considerable lead in devel¬ 
opment for White, Saldano Dayer 
- Meza, Lanus 2010. 

6.. .5c7. This move seems too 
passive. 7.£>b5 ©d8 8.M4 d6 9.e5. 
Black’s position is very difficult, 
because he cannot oust the enemy 
knight from the b5-square. 9...a6 
10.@a4 if8 ll.exd6± Galkin - 
Gubajdullin, Tomsk 2006. 

6.. .b6. Black prepares a double 
fianchetto, but this is futile, since 
he will fail to develop his bishop 
on the b7-square. 7Ae3 @c7 (7... 
ixc3+ 8.®d2 ixd2+ 9.@xd2” - 
White has the two-bishop advan¬ 
tage and numerous threats for the 
sacrificed pawn.) 8.i,c4! This is 
the best move! White wishes to 
play @b3, in order to provoke e7- 
e6, which would lead to the weak- 
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ening of the d6-square. 8...©b7 
(8...ib7 9.@b3 e6 10.£)b5+-) 9. 
@b3 e6 10.©b5± - The d6-square 
is very weak in Black’s camp, 
while White’s considerable lead in 
development is quite obvious, pe- 
likan - jaegerl, Internet 2013. 

After 6...©a5, it is again very 
good for White to follow the plan, 
connected with exploiting the vul¬ 
nerability of the d6-square. 7.©b3 
£}c6, Joachim - Heinatz, Germa¬ 
ny 2002, 8.ic4!? e6 9.id3 ®ge7 
10.®c4 ®c7 ll.®a3± 

6.. Jtxc3+?! This is an attempt 
by Black to solve his problems in a 
tactical fashion. 7.bxc3 @xc3+ 8. 
®d2 @xal 9Ab5. White’s knight 
is transferred to the c3-square 
with tempo after which Black’s 
queen will hardly manage to run 
away from the al-square. 9...£sa6 
10.<&c3 ®c5 U.ic4 ®f6 12.0-0 
£icxe413.£sxe4 ©xe414.®e2 £sc3, 
Pilgaard - Rasmussen, Helsinge 
2003, 15Jfc2!? d5 16.ib2 ®xb2 
17.®xb2 dxc4 18.®xc3 0-0 19. 
©xc4+-, Black’s rook and two 
pawns are evidently insufficient 
to compensate the missing queen. 

6.. .d6 7.iLe3 @a5 (It would be 
too risky for Black to accept the 
pawn-sacrifice: 7...Jixc3+ 8.£>d2, 
Kovacevic - Klasan, Rijeka 2007, 

8...!xd2+ 9.®xd2 ®e5 10.f3±) 8. 
e5! This move is energetic and 
strong. 8...dxe5 9.®b5. White’s 
piece-activity increases with eve¬ 
ry move. 9...1,d7 10.©d5 <5')c6 11. 


&g5 ®h612.ic4 e613.@d2. White 
has provoked a weakening of the 
d6-square. Black cannot castle, 
since his bishop on d7 will be de¬ 
fenceless. White’s threats, con¬ 
nected with £>d6, followed by 
£>xb7, or £sxf7 are so powerful 
that Black had to resign in the 
game Panarin - Gochelashvili, 
Krasnodar 2014. 

7.e5 

White’s pawn avoids the at¬ 
tack with tempo. 

7.. .£ig4 8Jfd4 

The trade of the queens will 
fortify White’s pawn-centre. 

8.. .5fxd4 9.cxd4 



9...£>c6 

The alternatives for Black 
would lead to a passive position 
for him. 

For example: 9...b6 10.®b5 
®a6 ll.!e2 ib712.0-0 0-0, Lau- 
bert - Schneider, Pardubice 2011, 
13.h3!? ®h6 14.id2± and Black 
will hardly manage to organise 
effective counterplay against 
White’s centre, since his knights 
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are misplaced at the edges of the 
board. 

9...0-0 10.h3 ®h6 ll.±g5 f6 
(ll...Se8 12.Scl±) 12.exf6 exf6 13. 
1x4 + ihS 14.M4± White’s pieces 
are obviously more active, while 
Black will have to lose time in or¬ 
der to develop his queenside, 
Kurajica - Smith, Sarajevo 2012. 

10.h3 £)h6 



11.d5! 

White exploits the defence¬ 
lessness of the enemy knight on 
h6 and begins advantageous tacti¬ 
cal complications. 

White has a very good alterna¬ 
tive here - ll.©b5±, for example: 

11...0-0 12.±g5 a6 13.&C7 §b8 14. 
M3 d6 15.d5 ®b4 16.ibl Sd8 
17.0-0 Sd7. Black wishes to ex¬ 
ploit the misplacement of the en¬ 
emy knight on c7, but his last rank 
is horribly weak. 18.exd6 exd6 
19.Sel f5 20.®e8. Now, White’s 
knight is not endangered any 
more. 20...&f7 21.M6 if8 22.a3 
£sxd5 23.M2 £ixf6 24.®xf6+ &g7 


25. i Sjxd7 lixd7± Black’s compen¬ 
sation for the exchange is insuffi¬ 
cient, Rau - Giminez, ICCF 2013. 

Il...£ixe5 12.£)xe5 jtxe5 13. 
Jtxh6 itxb2 14.£ic2 local 15. 
£>xal± 



There has arisen an endgame 
with a non-standard material ra¬ 
tio. White has a bishop and a 
knight, while Black has a rook and 
two pawns. Later, White should 
avoid the trade of the bishops. 

15.. .b6 

Or 15...d6 16.©c2±, followed 
by *d2, id3, ie3-d4, abl(el). 

16.d6!? 

He is quite willing to get rid of 
hisd6-pawn. 

16.. .1b7 

Black is reluctant to capture 
on d6, because his doubled pawns 
on the d-file will be very weak and 
his pawn-structure will be horri¬ 
bly compromised. 

Later, the game Mahling - Oh- 
take, ICCF 2008 followed with: 
17.&d2 Sc8 18.£ic2. White 
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brings his knight into the actions. 

18.. .5c5 19.&e3 f6 20.&d3 Sh5 
21.Scl ic6 22.if4 Hc5 23.§xc5 
bxc5 24.&c3 &f7 25.ig3 e5 
26.ic4+ &g7 27.f3 §b8 28. 
ib3. He should not let the enemy 
rook to the bl-square. 28...ib5 
29.if2 Sb6 30.£ic4 §c6 31.a4 
ia6 32.g4 h6 33.a5 ib5 34. 
h4± Black does not have a sen¬ 
sible plan for his further ac¬ 
tions, because the exchange of 
the c5-pawn for the d6-pawn after 

34.. .1xc4 35.&xc4 Sxd6 36. 
ixc5+-, would lead to noticeable 
activation of White’s bishops. Lat¬ 
er, he will coordinate the actions 
of his king and bishops and will 
win the enemy a-pawn, following 
this with the promotion of his 
passed pawn. 


B) 3...cxd4 



4.Sfxd4 

Now, just like after 3...ig7, 
White does not allow his oppo¬ 
nent to enter the Dragon varia¬ 
tion. 

4...£f6 


Black’s knight will come under 
attack on this square after e4-e5, 
but he has no choice, since it 
would be very bad for him to 
choose 4...f6?! 5.jLc4 ©c6 6.@c3 
e6 7.0-0 !g7 8.±f4 £ge7 9.§dl± 
His pawn-structure has been 
weakened and the development of 
the bishop on c8 will be a real 
problem for Black, Kearsley - 
Harnden, Guernsey 2008. 

5.&c3 

Before playing e4-e5, White 
wishes to have a reliable control 
over the d5-square. This reduces 
considerably Black’s possibilities. 

After 5.e5 £ic6 6.Wa4 <?id5 
7.@e4, White should be ready to 
counter three possible retreats of 
Black’s knight (to b4, b6, or c7), as 
well as the move 7...e6. 



5...£ic6 

This is the most logical move. 
Black develops his knight with 
tempo. 

Instead, it would be just bad 
for him to choose 5..Ag7 6.e5 ©c6 
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7.®a4 and his knight will have to 
retreat to its initial position. 7... 
£sg8 8.M4 f6. White’s e5-pawn 
cramps considerably Black’s posi¬ 
tion. Therefore, his desire to ex¬ 
change it is easily understandable 
(8...®h6 9.h3 0-0 10.0-0-0±). 
9.exf6 ®xf6 10.0-0-0 0-0 11. 
!c4+ &h812.§hel d613.®g5 ®h5 
14.&e3± White’s pieces are no¬ 
ticeably more active, shedhead - 
fasano, Internet 2009. 

5...d6 6.e5 £sc6 (Black will lag 
considerably in development af¬ 
ter 6...dxe5 7.®xd8+ ixd8 8.jic4 
e6 9.®xe5±) 7.±b5 dxe5 (It would 
be worse for Black to opt for 7... 
£sh5 8.0-0±andhis knight at the 
edge of the board would not beau¬ 
tify his position.) 8.®xd8+ 4xd8 
9.6-0 ld7 10.ixc6 ixc6 ll.£)xe5. 
White regains his pawns and pre¬ 
serves a more active position. 11... 
fye8 12.©xc6. Now, he not only 
deprives his opponent of his two- 
bishop advantage, but also weak¬ 
ens his queenside pawn-struc¬ 
ture. 12...bxc6 13.Sdl e6 14.ie3 
ke7 15.i,d4±, Black’s defence will 
be very difficult in this endgame, 
Hlavacek - Kepinski, Internet 
2013. 

6.® a4 d6 

About 6..Ag7 7.e5 - see 5... 
£g 7. 

It would not be so precise for 
Black to opt for 6...®c7, because 
his queen may come under attack 


on this square after £sd5. 7A g5 
kg7, Wikner - Kassani, Stock¬ 
holm 2015, 8.0-0-0!? 0-0 9. 
©d5± 

7.e5 

White exploits the fact that his 
opponent’s knight on c6 is pinned 
and accomplishes a pawn-break 
in the centre. 



7.. .dxe5 

After 7...®d7 8.exd6 &b6 9. 
®h4 ®xd6, Rublevsky - Savchen¬ 
ko, Internet 2004, 10.©b5!?±, 
White has begun active actions in 
the centre, while Black will have 
problems to evacuate it from 
there. 

7.. .©g4 8.±b5 kg7 (It would be 
too dangerous for Black to accept 
the pawn-sacrifice: 8...ftgxe5 9. 
&xe5 dxe5 10.ie3 id711.0-0-0±, 
with a rather unpleasant pin on 
the d-file, Kiefer - Nilsson, Opati- 
ja 2013.) 9.exd6 ®xd6 10.0-0 
0-0 11.M4 

(diagram) 

Black cannot equalise with 
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ll...@c5 12.§adl± and he cannot 
play 12...M5?! in view of 13.h3 
?}ge5 14.®xe5 £sxe5 15.Sd5 @c7 
16.sel± and in order not to lose 
his knight, Black will have to 
make a considerable positional 
concession - f7-f6, Wang - Arov- 
en,Taby 2007. 

Il...e5. After this move, the 
mobility of Black’s bishop on g7 
will be greatly restricted. 12. 
itg3!?± (followed by Sadi, Sfel) - 
The deployment of White’s pieces 
seems to be much more harmoni¬ 
ous. 

8.£)xe5 

White wishes to either win a 
pawn, or at least to compromise 
his opponent’s pawn-structure. 



8...M7 


Black preserves the elasticity 
of his pawn-structure, but pre¬ 
sents his opponent with the two- 
bishop advantage. 

It would be interesting for 
Black to try the following line, al¬ 
though it would be insufficient to 
equalise: 8....ig7 9J,b5 0-0 10. 
£)xc6 bxc6 ll.J,xc6 Sb8 (ll...iLd7 
12.0-0 !xc6 13.@xc6 ®b8 14.W3 
Sc8 15.§bl± The pressure of 
Black’s pieces on the b and c-files 
does not compensate fully his ma¬ 
terial deficit, Arkhipov - Balduan, 
Biel 1999.) 12.0-0 



After 12...a5, Jukic - Mohr, 
Bol 2013, it is very good for White 
to play 13.iib5±, followed by M4. 

12.. J,f5 13.,ib5. Now, he can 
develop his bishop on cl. 13...®c7 
14.M4 e5 15.1,e3± - Black’s com¬ 
pensation for the pawn is insuffi¬ 
cient, Motwani - McKay, Stirling 
2002. 

12.. .@c7 13.Sel ib7 14.ixb7 
Sxb7 15.M4 ®c5 16.ge5 ®b4 
17.@xb4 Sxb4 18.±cl e6 19.§a5 
ad8 20.ifl±, bringing his king 
closer to the centre of the board, 
Naiditsch - Hausrath, Germany 
2011. White has excellent chances 
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of realising his material advan¬ 
tage in this endgame. 

Following 8...@d4 9.ftxc6 
@xa4 10.£sxa4 bxc6, it looks very 
attractive for White to choose 
ll.^,c4!? He transfers his bishop 
to b3, from where it will protect 
the c2-pawn from the attack of 
Black’s bishop on f5 and will neu¬ 
tralise his possible pressure on 
the b-file. 11...M5 12.£b3 &d5 13. 
£d2 £g7 14.0-0-0. White evacu¬ 
ates his king to the queenside in 
order to free his knight from the 
protection of the b-pawn. 14... 
0-0 15.§hel± Sihite - Anu, Ko- 
caeli 2013. White maintains a sta¬ 
ble advantage thanks to his supe¬ 
rior pawn-structure. 

9.&xd7®xd7 

9...©xd7 10.ib5 £g7 11.0-0. 
White ignores the possible win 
of a pawn for the sake of a quick¬ 
est development. 11...0-0 12.Sdl 
Jlxc3. This move disrupts White’s 
queenside pawn-structure, but 
Black exchanges an important de¬ 
fender of his king. (White main¬ 
tains a stable advantage after 12... 
@c8 13.£id5 ®b6 14.&xb6 axb6 
15.@c4 Ed8 16.§xd8+ ©xd8 17. 
c3± He has two powerful bishops 
and a better pawn-structure, Lin- 
gen - Myatt, LSS 2009.) 13.bxc3 
@c7 14.M4 e5 15.£h6 Sfe8 16. 
®h4± White’s bishop-pair and 
good attacking prospects com¬ 
pensate with an interest the de¬ 
fects of his pawn-structure, Vach- 


ier Lagrave - Edouard, Pau 2005. 

10.!e3 !g7 ll.Sdl 

He develops his rook with 
tempo. 



Il...ffc8 

Black can retreat his queen to 
some other squares as well. 

About 11...If5 12.!a6!? @c8 
13.±e2 - see ll...ffc8. 

Following ll...@g4 12.@b5 

©b4 13.@xb4 £xb4 14.£b5+ ftc6 
15.0-0 a6 16.£xc6+ bxc6 17.&a4 
£)d7 18.§fel±, he has no compen¬ 
sation for his compromised 
queenside pawn-structure, Scha- 
kel - Dowling, USA 2003. 

After ll...@c7, it seems very 
good for White to fianchetto his 
light-squared bishop. 12.g3!? 0-0 
13.±g2 a6 14.0-0 b5 15.Sf4 «xf4 
16.£xf4± - His two-bishop advan¬ 
tage provides him with better 
prospects in this endgame, Giiya 
- Gaponenko, Moscow 2009. 

12.1e2 0-013.0-0 a6 
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It would be a loss of time for 
Black to choose here 13...@c7, 
Ghaem Maghami - Guseinov, 
Baku 2012, 14.&b5!? ®c8 15.Sfel 
a6 16.£id4± 

14.©b3 

White is threatening to play 
£)a4-b6 at some moment. 

14...Sb8 

Black is preparing b7-b5. 

If he plays immediately 14... 
b5, then after 15.a4, he will have 
problems to protect his queenside 
pawns. 15...£)a5 16.®b4 ©c6 (16... 
©c4, Biti - Cebalo, Zagreb 2013, 
17.Bcl!?±) 17.@h4 b4 18.&e4 £se5 
19.&xf6+ &xf6 20.©e4± White’s 
bishop exerts powerful pressure 
against Black’s queenside, Shyam 
- Guseinov, Dubai 2011. 

After 14...®a5 15.®b6 ®c4 
16.£xc4 ©xc4 17.ic5 &e4 18. 
£)xe4 @xe4 19.c3± (followed by 
§felandSd7), Black’sb7-and 67- 
pawns would need protection, 


Wei - Kanarek, Kocaeli 2013. 

15.h3 b5 16.a4 bxa4 17.®a3 
&b4 18.Sd2 Wf5 



19.g4! 

White defends against ©c2. 

The weakening of his king is 
not important at all, because 
Black is incapable of exploiting 
this. 

19...ta5 20.Sfdl± Korze - 
Chacon, ICCF 2009. White will 
restore the material balance on 
his next move and will have an 
advantage thanks to his two bish¬ 
ops and a better pawn-structure. 


Conclusion 

In the variation with 2...g6, it is essential for White not only to ob¬ 
tain an advantage in the opening, but also not to allow his opponent to 
transpose to the Dragon variation. 

Therefore, after 3...±g7, White will have to play 4.dxc5 and follow¬ 
ing 3...cxd4 to capture with his queen - 4,@xd4. 

In all these variations White obtains a stable advantage. In the first 
line, this is due to the too early development of Black’s queen, since it 
often comes under an attack by White’s pieces. In the second line 
Black’s knight on f6 also comes under an attack after the pawn-advance 
e4-e5. 
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This is a very flexible move 
and it is often chosen by Black 
when he wishes to play the Pauls¬ 
en system. 

He also keeps the possibility to 
transpose comfortably to some 
other variations of the Sicilian 
Defence, for example: 3.d4 cxd4 
4.£\xd4 £>f6 5.©c3 d6 and there 
arises the Scheveningen varia¬ 
tion, or 5...©c6 6.©db5 d6 7.M4 
e5 8.iig5 and Black transposes to 
the Chelyabinsk variation, having 
avoided the Rossolimo Attack. 

It looks like that if in answer to 

2...e6 White plays 3.d4, then he 
should know plenty of theory. 

3.g3!? 

This interesting move has be¬ 
come very popular in the last sev¬ 
eral years. 


White prepares the fianchetto 
of his light-squared bishop, fol¬ 
lowed by castling kingside. He 
wishes to avoid the well studied 
theoretical variations and to ob¬ 
tain a complicated position with 
many pieces, which is fresh and 
not so well analysed. This scheme 
is played by many strong grand¬ 
masters and among them the ac¬ 
tual World Champion M.Carlsen. 

This move, contrary to its the¬ 
matic predecessor - 3.d3, seems 
to be more flexible, because White 
keeps the possibility to play later 
either d2-d3, as well as d2-d4 
(immediately, or after the prelim¬ 
inary move c2-c3). 

Black has a choice between 
numerous possibilities. No doubt, 
the strongest among them are: D) 

3.. .do and E) 3...&c6, but be¬ 
fore that, we will deal with: A) 

3.. .6f6, B) 3...a6, C) 3...b6, 

About 3...©e7 4Ag2 d5 5.exd5 
©xd5 6.0-0 £ic6 7.d4 - see varia¬ 
tion E. 

3...d6 4.±g2 £tf6 (4,..®c6 5. 
0-0 - see variation E; 4...a6 5. 
0-0 - see variation B) 5.©e2 b6 
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6.d4 Ab7 7.d5 - see variation C; 

5...£\c6 6.0-0, or 5...A,e7 6.0-0 
®c6 7.c3, or 6...0-0 7x3 ©c6 8. 
d4 - see variation E. 

It may be also interesting for 
Blacktotrythe move 3...g5, which 
is however insufficient for equali¬ 
ty, McShane - Relange, Plovdiv 
2010, because White can simply 
prevent the pawn-advance g5-g4 
with the move 4.h3!?± and the 
weakening of Black’s kingside 
may become a telling factor later. 

A) 3...£>f6 

This move is similar in its ide¬ 
as to the Nimzowitsch-Rubinstein 
variation 1x4 c5 2.©f3 ©f6. 

4. e5 

This is White’s most logical 
move. He does not need to lose 
time to protect his pawn if he can 
attack the enemy knight with 
tempo. 

4...£>d5 

We have analysed a similar 
position, but without the inclu¬ 
sion of the moves e7-e6 and g2- 
g3, in Chapter 21. This inclusion is 
in favour of Black and White does 
not have the active plan, connect¬ 
ed with castling queenside; never¬ 
theless, he can still rely on obtain¬ 
ing an advantage in the opening. 

5. !g2 

White’s bishop will be very ac¬ 
tive on this square. Later, Black 
must play very precisely in order 
to solve the problem with the de¬ 
velopment of his bishop on c8. 



5.. .©c6 

Following 5...d6 6.0-0 dxe5 
(6...©c6 7.exd6 - see 5... 1x6) 7. 
&xe5 1x7, Jansa - Hellsten, Pula 
1997, White should continue with 
8.&c3!?±, increasing his pressure 
on the hl-a8 diagonal. 

5 .. .ke7 6.0-0 0-0 7.d4 cxd4 
8.©xd4. White’s pieces have bet¬ 
ter prospects. Black’s queenside 
pieces are absolutely undevel¬ 
oped. 8...©c6 9x4 £)b6 10.£)xc6 
bxc6 ll.@e2± White’s c4-pawn re¬ 
stricts considerably Black’s knight 
on b6. This set-up (@e2, and a 
pawn on c4 against Black’s knight 
on b6) can be often encountered 
in the Scotch Game. Black’s diffi¬ 
culties are even greater, because 
he cannot increase his pressure 
against the enemy c4-pawn with 
the move !a6, since White will 
counter this simply with b2-b3 
and his pawn on c4 will restrict 
not one but two enemy pieces. 

Il...f6 12.b3. White protects addi¬ 
tionally his important pawn and 
prepares in the process the fian- 
chetto of his dark-squared bish- 
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op. 12...fxe5 13.1b2 !f6 14.®d2. 
He is not in a hurry to regain the 
sacrificed pawn and tries at first 
to develop quickly his pieces. 14... 
@c7 15.8fel a5 16.ixe5 ixe5 17. 
@xe5 Wxe5 18.Sxe5. The exchange 
of the bishops is in favour of 
White, because the remaining 
black light-squared bishop is ob¬ 
viously not so mobile as White’s 
bishop on g2. 18...a4 19.b4 a3 20. 
§bl± Baklan - Van der Wiel, Hoo- 
geveen 2004. 

6 . 0-0 



White has completed the de¬ 
velopment of his kingside. His 
further plan includes advancing 
d2-d4, followed by c2-c4, remov¬ 
ing the enemy knight from its ac¬ 
tive position at the centre of the 
board. 

6.. .d6 

6.. .J,e7 7.d4!? White bravely 
sacrifices temporarily a pawn. 7... 
cxd4 8.£sxd4 ©xe5 (8...ftxd4 9. 
@xd4± Black’s knight is forced to 
retreat from the centre, after 
which he will have difficulties 


with the development of his 
queenside.) 9.gel d6 10.f4 £sc6 11. 
ibcd5. This is a rather non-trivial 
exchange. Il...exd5 12.£c3 0-0 
13.®xd5. White has regained the 
sacrificed pawn and Black is inca¬ 
pable of exploiting the slight 
weakening of White’s kingside. 

13.. .M6 14.ii.e3 ixd415.ixd4 ie6 

16., t,c3 ge817.!fd2± - The vulner¬ 
ability of Black’s d6-pawn may 
become a telling factor in the fu¬ 
ture. 

7.exd6 ikxd6 8.d4 0-0 

White maintains a stable ad¬ 
vantage after 8...cxd4 9.©xd4 
£sxd4 10 Jfxd4 0-0 ll.c4 <he7 12. 
gdl£if513.©d3± His bishop ong2 
exerts powerful pressure against 
Black’s queenside, moreover that 
White has pawn-majority on this 
side of the board and later he can 
create a passed pawn there, Zvja- 
ginsev- Hasangatin, Sochi 2012. 

9.dxc5 !xc5 10.®e2 



The queen frees a square for 
his rook. 
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10...«fc7 

Following 10...@e7, White 
should reply with the prophylac¬ 
tic move ll.Sdlt (It would not be 
so precise for him to opt for 11. 
®bd2 e5^, after which Black’s 
light-squared bishop would be¬ 
come much more mobile, Yeme- 
lin - Kantans, Sastamala 2014.). 

After 10...®f6, Pikula - Solak, 
Vmjacka Ban ja 2005, White should 
complete immediately the devel¬ 
opment of his queenside pieces: 
11.©c3!? @e712.M4±, followed by 
§adl, £se5, preserving powerful 
pressure against Black’s position. 

11.c4 &de712.!f4 

White develops his bishop 
with tempo. 12...1,d6 13.itxd6 
@xd6 14.Sdl @c7 15.®c3± 
White maintains an advantage 
thanks to his pawn-majority on 
the queenside and more actively 
deployed pieces, Delchev - Baga- 
turov, Edirne 2013. 


B) 3...a6 



Black’s plan, connected with 
the preparation of the move b7- 
b5, does not seem so logical, be¬ 
cause White’s knight has not been 
developed to c3 yet and later, 
Black cannot win a tempo for the 
development of his queenside ini¬ 
tiative, by attacking it with b5-b4. 

4.!g2 b5 

About 4...©c6 5.0-0, or 4...d6 
5.0-0 ®c6 6.c3 - see variation E. 

5.0-0 Ab7 6.Seld6 

6.. .1e7 7.d4± 

6.. .£>f6 7.e5 ®d5 8.d3. White 
wishes to establish control over 
the d6-square with the move 
®d2-e4. Black’s attempt to get rid 
of the cramping enemy pawn on 
e5 with the move 8...d6?! leads to 
a worsening of his position. 9. 
©g5! White creates the threat c2- 
c4. 9...®c7 10.c4 ®b6 ll.exd6 
Axd6, Axelrod - Hadany, Israel 
2009, 12.®xe6! fxe6 13.Axb7 
@xb 7 14.§xe6+ *d7 15.ffig4+- 

7.d4 
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7...cxd4 

After this move the position 
begins to resemble the Paulsen 
system, with the difference that 
White has not developed his 
knight to the c3-square yet. This 
circumstance is no doubt in fa¬ 
vour of White, since he can begin 
later active actions on the queen- 
side with the move a2-a4, without 
being afraid that Black will win a 
tempo with b5-b4, attacking the 
knight. 

After 7...<£>d7 8.a4 £igf6, Jansa 
- Votava, Lazne Bohdanec 1997, 
9.d5!? e5 10.4ja3±, Black’s bishop 
on b7 is severely restricted by 
White’s pawn on d5. 

8.£>xd4 £id7 9.a4 bxa4 
10.Sxa4 



Black’s a6-pawn is weak and 
he lags in development. 

10...&C5 

Following 10...£>b6, Hovhan- 
nisyan - Mozharov, Moscow 
2013, White can reply with the 
energetic move ll.Sb4!?± Black 


cannot play ll...©f6?!, since this 
would lead to the loss of a pawn 
after 12.<Sixe6! fxe6 13.is,e3 ©fd7 
14.£xb6 ftxb6 15Jfd4+- 

ll.Sb4 

White increases his pressure 
against the enemy position. 

11...e5, Leon Hoyos - Kova¬ 
lyov, Wheeling 2014. 



Here, White has the surprising 
resource 12. £sc3!? You cannot 
encounter often a situation in 
which a piece is sacrificed with a 
“quiet” move. 12...exd4 13. 

5xb7! White sacrifices an ex¬ 
change as well on the altar of the 
attack. 13...£\xb7 (13...dxc3 14.e5 
!e7 15.ic6+ &f8 16.§xe7 ©xe7 
17.!xa8 ®xa8 18.exd6 £)d5 19. 
Se5+-) 14.e5. After this move, 
White’s light-squared bishop be¬ 
comes tremendously powerful. 

14...d5 15.&xd5 le7 16.£\f6+ 
gxf6 (It would be more tenacious 
for Black to defend here with 16... 
&f8, although even then after 17. 
£ixg8 &xg8 18.J,xb7±, White has 
a pawn for the exchange and two 
powerful bishops, moreover that 
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Black will have problems to bring 
his rook on h8 into the actions 
and his pawns on a6 and d4 are 
weak.). 17.exf6 £)xf6 18.iic6+ 
*f8 (18...®d7 19.ig5+-) 19. 
ih6+ *g8 20.§e5+- 


C) 3...b6 



This move seems to be a bit 
slow, because it does not contrib¬ 
ute to the development of Black’s 
kingside pieces and his counter¬ 
play against the e4-pawn is harm¬ 
less for White. 

4.iLg2 &b7 5.©e2 



After 5...£>f6 6.e5 ©d5 7.0-0, 
White’s e5-pawn cramps consid¬ 
erably Black’s position. 



7.. .ke7 8.d4 cxd4 ( 8 ... 0-0 9.c4 
®c7 10.dxc5 bxc5 11.5jc3 £ic6, Ro¬ 
manov - Papin, Moscow 2011, 
12.ie3± - Black’s backward d- 
pawn will be the cause of worries 
for him.) 9.£ixd4 ®c6, Efanov - 
Neverov, Voronezh 2011, 10. 
£>f3!? White has more space, so 
he should better avoid the ex¬ 
change of pieces. 10...0-0 ll.c4 
ila6 12.b3± - White’s c4-pawn re¬ 
strict considerably the mobility of 
the enemy bishop on a6. 

7.. .®c6 8.Sdl White is prepar¬ 
ing d2-d4. 8...©c7. Black’s coun¬ 
terplay against the enemy e5- 
pawn prevents the accomplish¬ 
ment of White’s plans. 9.£ia3. 
From this square the knight may 
go to c4, as well as to the b5- 
square. 9...a6. Black is defending 
against ®b5.10.c3 b5, Iordaches- 
cu - Fedorchuk, Konya 2014, 11. 
d3!? White does not allow the 
pawn-advance c5-c4. 11...b4 12.c4 
£ib6 13.£ic2 d5 14.exd6 ,txd6 
15.d4± - White has managed to 
push d4. 
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5...£sc6. This move does not 
combine well with the develop¬ 
ment of the bishop on b7, since 
the knight will cover its diagonal. 
6 . 0-0 



About 6...£\f6 7.e5 &d5 8.Sdl 
- see 5...©f6. 

6.. .g5. This move looks too 
risky for Black, because after 7.c3 
h5, Day - Kogan, Toronto 2000, 
in harmony with the classical 
principles White can counter his 
opponent’s flank attack with a 
strike in the centre. 8.d4!? g4 9. 
®e5 cxd4 10.£sxc6 dxc6 ll.cxd4 
kg7 12.§dl jtxd4 13.e5s, cutting 
away the enemy bishop from the 
kingside. White will follow with 
£sc3-e4, Jkg5, with more than suf¬ 
ficient compensation for the sac¬ 
rificed pawn. 

After 6...©ge7, White will ad¬ 
vance the thematic moves c3, d4 
and will maintain the advantage. 
7.gdl §c8 8,c3 @c7 9.d4 cxd4 
10.cxd4± T. Petrosyan - Hayra- 
petyan, Kolkata 2013. 

6.. .g6 7.c3 Jkg7, A.Sokolov - 
Roos, France 1994. Here, White 
can continue with a very promis¬ 
ing pawn-sacrifice. 8.d4!? cxd4 
9.cxd4 &xd4 (Black should possi¬ 


bly refrain from accepting the 
sacrifice, 9...d5 10.e5 ©ge7±, al¬ 
though even then White has more 
space, while Black’s fianchettoed 
bishops are not so active, being 
restricted considerably in their 
movements by the pawns on d5 
and e5.) 10.©xd4 J,xd4 ll.®a3 
kc6. Black defends against ftb5. 
12.§dl ig7 13.®c4 &e7 14.£id6+ 
&f8 15.itg5s - He has an extra 
pawn, but will have to defend to 
the end of the game. 

6.d4!? 



Now, this move seems even 
stronger than on move three, be¬ 
cause Black has reduced consid¬ 
erably his possibilities with his 
previous move. 

6.. .cxd4 

6.. .©f6 7.d5!? This is the sim¬ 
plest move. White restricts the en¬ 
emy bishop on b7.7...exd5 8.exd5+ 
@e7 9.c4± Adams - Mamedyarov, 
Bilbao 2013. Now, the position re¬ 
sembles very much the Closed 
openings. White has more space 
and his position is preferable. 
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7.£>xd4 



7.. .®f6 

This is a natural move. Later, 
Black must be on the alert about 
his opponent’s possible tactical 
strike e4-e5. 

Following 7..&e.7, Zeng - Xu, 
Qinhuangdao 2011, White man¬ 
ages to fianchetto his second 
bishop as well: 8.b3!? ©bc6 9. 
©xc6 ©xc6 10.,ib2± and Black 
will have problems with the de¬ 
velopment of his bishop on f8. 

7.. .6C6 8.©xc6lxc6 9.0-0 ke7, 
Kuzubov - Krush, Reykjavik 2012 
(9...£sf6?! lO.Bdl. White wishes to 
squeeze the enemy pieces by ex¬ 
erting pressure against the d6- 
pawn. 10...©d7 11.M4 @b8, Ior- 
dachescu - Relange, Saint Quen¬ 
tin 2014, 12.@c4!? White contin¬ 
ues to increase his pressure. 12... 
@c7 13.©c3 Sc8 14,©b5 ±xb5 15. 
@xb5± - He has the two-bishop 
advantage, while the light squares 
in Black’s camp have been weak¬ 
ened.) 10.c4!? Before playing 


©c3, White frees prudently the 
way forward of his pawn. 10...©f6 
ll.£ic3 0-0 12.Sdl±, followed by 
M4 and the doubling of the rooks 
on the d-file in an attempt to pro¬ 
voke the weakening pawn-ad¬ 
vance for Black - e6-e5. 

He fails to equalise with 7...a6 
8.0-0 g6, because after 9.b3 kg7 
10ikb2, Black is forced to play 

10...e5 (but not 10...ftf6?, due to 
ll.e5! Ixg2 12.exf6 Ixfl 13.fxg7+-) 
11.5if3± and the vulnerability of 
the d6-pawn provides White with 
a stable advantage, Chadaev - 
Romanov, Dagomys 2010. 

8.0-0 ®bd7 9.Sdl!?± 



Now, Black must be very care¬ 
ful in order to parry his oppo¬ 
nent’s threats (£sb5, i,f4). 

For example, the straightfor¬ 
ward move 9...a6? enables 
White to obtain immediately a 
decisive advantage: 10.e5! kxg2 
ll.exf6 jLh3 12.Sh5+- Carlsen 
- Caruana, Sao Paulo/Bilbao 
2012 . 


323 





Chapter 24 

D) 3...d5 



This is a logical move. Black 
occupies immediately the centre. 

4. exd5 

White is reluctant to waste a 
tempo to defend his e4-pawn. 
One of the defects of this move is 
that now Black’s bishop on c8 
gains access to the g4-square. 

4...exd5 

The move 4...®xd5 loses time 
for Black. 5.&c3 @d8 6.d4 Qf6 7. 
kg5 fec6 8.dxc5. Now, there aris¬ 
es an endgame. 8...@xdl+ 9.§xdl 
kxc5, Rolletschek - Zelcic, Aus¬ 
tria 2013, 10.,£g2± Black’s posi¬ 
tion is solid but passive. It would 
be sufficient to compare the pow¬ 
er of the bishops on g2 and c8 in 
order to evaluate the position in 
favour of White. 

5. d4 

The arising position resembles 
the Schlechter-Rubinstein system 
in the Tarrasch Defence with the 
exception that White’s pawn is on 
c2 and not on e2, as well as one of 
the variations of the French De¬ 


fence (White has played the move 
g2-g3, instead of £>bd2.). Well, in 
comparison to the French De¬ 
fence the move g2-g3 may look a 
bit slow. On the other hand, the 
fact that the move £>bd2 has not 
been played is much rather in fa¬ 
vour of White, because later he 
can develop it to a more active po¬ 
sition (to c3). 



We will deal in details now 
with Dl) 5...£sf6 and D2) 5... 
£sc6. 

5...c4. The reduction of the 
tension in the centre leads to a 
very unpleasant position for 
Black. 6.b3 cxb3 7.axb3. The ex¬ 
change of the c-pawn for the a- 
pawn is in favour of White, be¬ 
cause his c-pawn is much closer 
to the centre. 7..Ad6 8.kg2 fee7 
9.0-0 0-0 10.c4. He has com¬ 
pleted the development of his 
kingside pieces and begins active 
operations in the centre. 10... 
®bc6 ll.ftc3 £g4 12.h3 ih5, Ku- 
preichik - Krapivin, Vladimir 
2006, 13.c5!? kc7 14.g4 ±g6 15. 
£ih4± White’s game is much easi- 
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er and later, he may either obtain 
the two-bishop advantage (®xg6), 
or continue with f2-f4, creating 
the threat f4-f5. 

5...i,g4 6..ig2 cxd4 (It is better 
for Black to play here 6...©c6 7. 
0-0 - see variation D2.) 7.®xd4 
©f6, Chirinos Rodriguez - Ber- 
nad Millan, Santa Cruz de Tener¬ 
ife 2014, 8.0-0 ®c6 9.@d3 ic5 

10.,ig5 0-0 ll.£ic3± White has 
excellent prospects against his 
opponent’s weak isolated pawn. 


Dl) 5...£if6 6.1g2 



6.. .6e7 

About 6...cxd4 7.0-0 ke7 8. 
£ixd4 - see 6 ..Ae7. 

6.. .£ic6 7.0-0 - see variation 

D2. 

It seems rather dubious for 
Blacktochoose 6...@e7+?! inview 
of 7.J.e3. His queen impedes the 
development of the bishop on f8. 
His attempt to win a pawn after 


7...£ig4 would lead to a serious lag 
in development. 8.0-0 ®xe3 9. 
fxe3 ffxe3+. This is the logical 
continuation of the plan begun on 
move six. (9...ftc6 10.c4 dxc4, 
Naiditsch - Sax, Bol 2013, ll.d5!? 
®e5 12.®a3 i:g4 13.©xc4 ®xc4 
14.«a4+ Wd7 15Jfxc4f616.&d2±. 
Black lags considerably in devel¬ 
opment and later, the weakening 
of the a2-g8 diagonal with the 
move f7-f6 may become a telling 
factor.) 10.&hl J,e7 11.gel @h6 
12.c4 4iC6 13.&c3± Black cannot 
castle due to the insufficient pro¬ 
tection of his bishop on e7: 13... 
0-0 14.cxd5+- 

7.0-0 



7.. .0—0 

As a rule, the alternatives usu¬ 
ally lead to transposition of 
moves. 

7.. .£>c6 8.£sc3, or 7...cxd4 8. 
©xd4 ©c6 9.©c3, or 8...0-0 9. 
©c3 ®c6 10.h3, or 9...ig410.«d3 
£sc611.M4 - see variation D2. Af¬ 
ter 9...h6, T.Petrosyan - Mastro- 
vasilis, Wroclaw 2014, White has 
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the powerful resource 10.£>de2±, 
emphasizing the vulnerability of 
the enemy d5-pawn. 

8. £sc3 h6 

Black restricts White’s bishop 
on cl. 

8.. .£ic6 9.dxc5 - see variation 

D2b. 

8.. .cxd4 9.©xd4 - see 7...cxd4. 

9. ke3 cxd4 10.£sxd4 iig4 
ll.@d3 «d7 12.©b5± Arkhipov 
- Tregubov, Sochi 1993. Black’s 
d5-pawn is hanging, so he cannot 
avoid the exchange of queens. 
White will maintain a stable ad¬ 
vantage in this endgame thanks to 
his superior pawn-structure. 


D2) 5...®c6 

Black develops a piece and in¬ 
creases the pressure against the 
d4-square. 

6.!g2 



We will analyse now: D2a) 

6...&g4 and D2b) 6...£>f6. 


6...cxd4 7.£ixd4 &c5 (7..A{6 
8.0-0 - see variation D2b) 
8.®b3 Sfe7+ 9.«e2. The trade of 
the queens is in favour of the side 
which plays against the isolated 
pawn in similar positions. 9... 
®xe2+ 10.*xe2 ±b6 11.<Sjc3! (It 
would not work for White to play 
here llJ,xd5?, due to 11...©b4 
12Ae4 ©f6+, followed by £ig4, 
0-0-0, She8.) ll...Qf6 12.ig5 
i,g4+, Trepat - Gonzalez Perez, 
Spain 2013. The queens have 
been traded; nevertheless, the po¬ 
sition remains very complicated. 

13. *fl!? d4 14.ixf6 gxf6 15.&d5± 
White has problems with the de¬ 
velopment of his rook on hi in¬ 
deed, but this does not compen¬ 
sate the defects of Black’s pawn- 
structure. 

The plan with the develop¬ 
ment of Black’s knight to e7 does 
not seem so active. 6...i,d6 7.0-0 
£ige7 8.dxc5 ±xc5 9.©bd2. White’s 
knight is transferred to the b3- 
square in order to increase his 
control over the key d4-square. 

9...0-0 10.£)b3 !b6 ll.gel. White 
prepares the advantageous ex¬ 
change of the dark-squared bish¬ 
ops. Il...ig4 12.h3 ih5 13.c3 a5 

14. a4 h6 15.iie3 Jixe3 16.§xe3 
@b6 17.g4! ig6 18.£)fd4 Sad8 19. 
@e2 ftxd4 20.ftxd4 %c6 21.§dl± 
Short - Ivanchuk, Wijk aan Zee 
2010. White has managed to sim¬ 
plify the position by trading the 
minor pieces. Now, it would be 
very difficult for Black to organise 
counterplay and he will have to 
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defend passively due to the vul¬ 
nerability of his d5-pawn. 

D2a) 6...±g4 7.0-0 



Black’s king is misplaced at 
the centre of the board and his 
kingside pieces are not developed, 
so he is incapable of exploiting 
the defencelessness of the enemy 
d4-pawn. 

7.. .cxd4 

About 7..A f6 8.gel - see vari¬ 
ation D2b. 

7.. .jbcf3. This exchange of 
Black’s powerful bishop looks 
rather dubious, because he fails to 
hold on to his extra pawn. 8.©xf3 
©xd4, Lagno - Muzychuk, Khar¬ 
kov 2012, 9.®dl!? £tf6 10.®c3 
ke7 U.ig5 0-0 12.ixf6 lxf6 13. 
ftxd5. White has regained the 
sacrificed pawn. 13...£>e6 14x3. 
This pawn will restrict considera¬ 
bly Black’s minor pieces. 14...£ic7 
15.&e3 @xdl 16.gaxdl± He can 
hardly parry his opponent’s nu¬ 
merous threats (Sd7, J:xb7, 
£>g4xf6). 


7.. .ke7. This move does not 
combine well with Black’s previ¬ 
ous move. 8.dxc5 iixc5 9.@el+. 
White gets rid with tempo of the 
unpleasant pin. 9 ..Ae7 10.4je5 
ke6 ll.c4. Black lags in develop¬ 
ment and White exploits this by 
increasing his pressure against 
the enemy centre. 11...©f6 12.£ic3 
gc813.cxd5 ®xd5, Carlsen - Rad- 
jabov, Wijk aan Zee 2009, 14. 
!xd5! !xd5 15.ih6! 0-0 (15... 
gxh6 16.3dl±) 16.ixg7 *xg7 17. 
&xd5 @xd5 18.£>xc6 ffxc6 19. 
@xe7± White has an extra pawn 
and Black’s king is vulnerable. 

7.. .£)xd4 8.@el+ ie6 (8...ie7 
9.®xd4 cxd4 10.®e5 ®f6 llJfxd4. 
White has restored the material 
balance and has a better position, 
because Black’s isolated pawn will 
be very weak in this middle game. 

11...0-0 12.©c3 ±e6 13.!e3± Ku- 
zubov - Milliet, Reykjavik 2011.) 
9.£sxd4 cxd410.©d2. White wish¬ 
es to regain his pawn with ©b3 
and @e5. 10...J.C5 (10...i,e7 11. 
Bb3 Jif6, Trannoy - Sarakauskas, 
France 2010. Black has succeeded 
in defending against @e5, but has 
lost his control over the c5-square. 
12.£>c5T, with rather unpleasant 
pressure for White.) Il.®b3 Jib6 

12. a4. He is creating the threat 
a4-a5. 12...a5, Glek - Portisch, 
Hockenheim 1997. Here, White’s 
simplest decision would be to 
transfer into a better endgame. 

13. ®e5!? ®f6 14.@d6. White will 
not mind trading queens, but 
wishes to do this under most fa- 
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vourable circumstances. 14...@d8 
15Jfxd8+ §xd8 16.Sdl ®f6 17. 
£)xd4 Sc8 18.c3± The vulnerabili¬ 
ty of Black’s isolated pawn dooms 
him to a long and laborious de¬ 
fence. 

8. h3 

White wishes to clarify imme¬ 
diately the intentions of the ene¬ 
my bishop. 

8...&xf3 

After 8...±h5?! 9.g4 ±g6 10. 
©xd4 £T6 ll.c4±, Black has no 
compensation for his lag in devel¬ 
opment, Andreikin - Bologan, 
Khanty-Mansiysk 2013. 

9. ©xf3 ©f6 10.ii.g5 



After the exchange of the 
knight on f6, Black cannot hold 
on to his d5-pawn. 

10...ie7 ll.£xf6 lxf6 12. 
§el+ 

This is the most precise move 
for White. He forces the enemy 
knight to occupy a less favourable 
position before capturing the 
pawn. 


12...&e7 13.®xd5 ©xd5 14. 
jb<d5 d3 15.£>c3 dxc2 16.§acl 
0-0 17.Sxc2 ©xd5 18.©xd5 
id8 19.a4 g6 20.b4 &g7 21. 

&g2± Morozevich - Vitiugov, 
Eilat 2012. The bishop is usually 
better than the knight in actions 
on both sides of the board. Here 
however, we have an exceptional 
case, because Black’s bishop is 
misplaced on the d8-square. 
White’s later plans include a4-a5, 
h3-h4 restricting the enemy bish¬ 
op even more. After this he can 
improve patiently his position. 
Black will be limited to an only 
passive defence. 


D2b) 6...®f6 

Black wishes at first to devel¬ 
op his kingside pieces and to cas¬ 
tle. 

7.0-0 



7...!e7 

Following 7..Ag4 8.§el+ ite7 
9.dxc5, Black will hardly manage 
to regain his pawn. 9...0-0 10.h3 
Js,h5, Solodovnichenko - Aghasi- 
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yev, Cesme 2014, ll.g4!? Jig6 12. 
ie3± 

7...cxd4 8.<Sjxd4 itg4 (8...iie7 
9.£sc3 - see 7...±e7) 9.®d3 @d7, 
Spallek - Kupreichik, Germany 
1992, 10.gel+!? ie7 ll.f3. Now, 
Black cannot get rid of the pin on 
the e-file with the move ©e4.11... 
ih5 12.5jxc6 bxc6 13.«e3 *f8 
14.©d2 Id6 15.@f2 *g8 16.ftb3 
h6 17.Jte3± Black has managed to 
neutralise his opponent’s pres¬ 
sure on the e-file, but has lost too 
much time while doing this and 
White has taken under reliable 
control the strategically impor¬ 
tant squares d4 and c5. 

8.®c3 



This move seems much more 
active than the classical plan con¬ 
nected with the blockade of the 
isolated pawn (dxc5, 5id2-b3-d4). 

White wishes not to block the 
pawn but to capture it! 

8.. .cxd4 

8.. .0-0 9.dxc5 (It is less pre¬ 
cise for White to opt for 9Ae3 in 


view of 9...,ig4!?ft) 9...i,xc5 10. 
a3. He is preparing b2-b4.10...h6. 
Black defends against kg5. (10... 
§e8 ll.b4 Jtb6 12.±g5. White ex¬ 
ploits the fact that Black’s dark- 
squared bishop is away from the 
kingside and develops his bishop 
to a more active position. 12...d4, 
Zvjaginsev - Rublevsky, St Pe¬ 
tersburg 2014, 13.©a4±, preserv¬ 
ing the threat ©xb6 and b4-b5 
winning a pawn.) Il.b4 Jib6 (If 

ll...iie7, then 12.iib2 kg4, Zvja- 
ginsev - Rublevsky, Khanty-Man¬ 
siysk 2013, 13.@d3!? Sc8 14. 
Badl± with powerful pressure 
against the enemy d5-pawn.) 12. 
M2 M5 13.®a4 Ee8 (Black can¬ 
not avoid the exchange of the 
dark-squared bishops, because 
after l3..Ac7, White will follow 
with 14.©c5 b6, Carlier - Solle- 
veld, Netherlands 2014,15.£)h4!? 
ic8 16.ixf6 @xf6 17.@xd5± and 
Black will not have sufficient 
compensation for the pawn.) 14. 
©xb6 axb6 15.eel Ae4 16.Ml. 
White’s plan is connected with 
the pawn-advance c2-c4. 16...Se6 
17.Scl @d7 18.c4± - The position 
is opened which is in favour of 
White, since his bishops become 
tremendously powerful, Mesquita 
- Vega Palma, ICCF 2009. 

9.£)xd4 0-0 

9...itg4 10.@d3 @d7 (10...0-0 
11.M4 §c8 12.h3 ih5 13.®f5. 
White exchanges the important 
enemy dark-squared bishop. 13... 
Jtg6 14.5jxe7+ «xe7 15.®xd5 
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£ixd5 16.@xd5± - His two power¬ 
ful bishops will create great prob¬ 
lems for Black, R.Mamedov - 
Grachev, Moscow 2010.) 11.gel 
0-0 12.h3 ih5, Spallek - Kuprei- 
chik, Germany 1992, 13.£>f5!? iig6 
14.£ixe7+ £>xe7 15.@b5± White’s 
position seems preferable thanks 
to his bishop-pair. 



10.h3!? 

This is a solid move. Now, 
White will not be afraid of the sor¬ 
ties of the enemy minor pieces to 
the g4-square. 

io...m>6 

This move seems too aggres¬ 
sive. Black wishes to exploit his 
opponent’s last move, which was 
a bit too slow. The arising compli¬ 
cations however, will be in favour 
of White. 

Black should possibly forget 
about his too ambitious inten¬ 
tions and begin to defend passive¬ 
ly, for example: 10...a6 ll.gel±, or 

10...Se8 ll.gel h6 12.!f4± Ligter- 
ink - Kouatly, Budel 1987. 

It is also possible for Black to 


choose here 10...h6 ll.gel i:b4, 
Chadaev - Kotsur, Astana 2012, 
against which White should con¬ 
tinue with 12.M4!? Jtd7 13.®d3±, 
followed by a2-a3, ousting the en¬ 
emy bishop and avoiding the 
weakening of the queenside 
pawn-structure. 

After 10...£ixd4 ll.@xd4 Jie6 
12.M4±, Black has no compensa¬ 
tion for his weakened d5-pawn. 
White has a very simple plan to 
improve his position: §adl, gfel, 
!e5. 

Il.ie3! 

White sacrifices his b2 and h3- 
pawns for the enemy d5-pawn 
and seizes completely the initia¬ 
tive. 

Il...©xb2 12.&xd5 ®xd5 
13.1xd5 !xh3 14.Sbl @a3 



15.Sxb7 

Now, he also sacrifices the ex¬ 
change. 

15...£\xd4 16.ikxil4 &xfl 

Black has a material advan¬ 
tage indeed, but his defence will 
be very difficult, because White’s 
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bishops control practically the en¬ 
tire board. 

17.!b2 

He frees the d4-square for his 
queen with tempo. 

17...«d6 18.Sxe7! 



18.. .1d3! 

With this not so obvious move, 
Black finds the only way to avoid 
the immediate loss. It is essential 
for him to deflect the enemy 
queen away from the g4-square. 

Or 18...@xe7 19.©g4 g6 20. 
@d4+- 

19.Sxf7! 

White is playing very energeti¬ 
cally! 

19.. .gxf7 20.±xa8 fff8 21. 
Id5 ig6 22.c4 &h8 23.1xf7 
lxf7 24.ffd4 

The position has been trans¬ 
ferred to an endgame in which 
Black’s defence is very difficult 
despite the presence of bishops 
of opposite colours on the 
board. His forces are squeezed 
with the protection of his g7- 
pawn. 



24.. .a6 25.c5 

The a2-pawn is not important 
at all. 

25.. .!xa2 26.@d7ffif7 27.c6 
ie6 28.M8+ ®g8 29.c7± 

White’s powerful passed c7-pawn 
and the overwhelming difference 
in the power of the bishops pro¬ 
vide him with a great and may be 
even decisive advantage, E_A_N 
- drongo, Internet 2013. 


E)3...®c6 

This is Black’s most popular 
move. 

4.1g2 



4...®f6 
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He develops his knight to an 
active position, attacking in the 
process his opponent’s central e4- 
pawn. 

Following 4...d6 5.0-0 g6 (It 
is preferable for Black to choose 
here 5...&f6 6.®e2 - see 4...£sf6.) 
6.d4 cxd4 7.®xd4, he has difficul¬ 
ties with his development, since 
after 7...kg7, White has the pow¬ 
erful resource 8.£b5± 

The overly aggressive move 

4...g5 leads to the weakening of 
Black’s kingside. 5.h3. This is the 
simplest move. White should not 
allow g5-g4. 5..Ag7 6.c3 h6 7.d4 
cxd4 8.©xd4 ®ge7 9Ae3 d5, Mi¬ 
lov - Miezis, Haarlem 2004, 10. 
£ia3± - The weakened black king- 
side provides White with a stable 
advantage. 

After 4...@c7, White advances 
without any problems c2-c3, d2- 
d4, occupying the centre and ob¬ 
taining an excellent position. 5.0- 
0 d6 6.c3 £sf6 7.Sel £e5 8.d4 
©xf3+ 9.ixf3 ie7 10.e5 dxe5 11. 
dxe5 5id712.@e2± Baklan - Krist- 
jansson, Reykjavik 2012. 

It is not good for Black to play 
here 4...e5, since he cannot pre¬ 
vent d2-d4 anyway. 5.0-0 g6 (5... 
d6 6x3 J,g4, Aghasaryan - Hay- 
rapetyan, Yerevan 2014, 7.h3!? 
ih5 8.8el ie7 9.g4 ig6 10.d4+ 
White has occupied the centre 
with his pawns, moreover that 
Black’s bishop on g6 is mis¬ 


placed.) 6x3 kg7 7.d4. White 
makes use of the circumstance 
that Black lags in development 
and opens the game, sacrificing a 
pawn. 7...cxd4 8.cxd4 £jxd4 9. 
®xd4 exd4, Xiong - Shabalov, 
Saint Louis 2013, 10.M4!? d6. 
Black prevents iLd6, but now, his 
d6-pawn becomes a target for an 
attack. Il.@a4+ id7 12.®a3 ie5 
13.&d2 ixf4 14.gxf4 £f6 15. 
@xd6±. White has regained the 
sacrificed pawn, preserving a bet¬ 
ter position, because Black has 
not castled yet and his d4-pawn is 
isolated from the rest of his forc¬ 
es. 

4...d5 5.exd5 @xd5. Black has 
increased his control over the d4- 
square, but the exposed position 
of his queen will cost him a tempo 
later (5...exd5 6.d4 - see variation 
D). 6.0-0 5tf6 (6...®d8, Almasi - 
Grigoriants, Legnica 2013, 7. 
®a3!?±, followed by 5x4, 5jfe5) 
7.b3 ie7 8.ib2 @d6 9.5ja3 0-0 
10.5ic4 ®c7 ll.©fe5 ©d4, Panarin 
- Papin, Belorechensk 2009. 
Here, White had to increase his 
control over the key e5-square 
with the move 12.f4± 

The combination of the moves 
e7-e6 and g7-g6 does not look 
good for Black. 4...g6 5.d4 cxd4 
6.£sxd4 

(diagram) 

He does not obtain any com¬ 
pensation for the pawn following 

6...±g7 7.©b5 d5 8.exd5 exd5 9. 
@xd5 ®e7+ 10.@e4 ie6 11.0-0± 
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Starosek - Pugachov, Internet 
2004. 

6.. .a6 7.®xc6 dxc6 (7...bxc6 
8.0-0 ±g7 9.«d6 - see 4...a6) 

8. @xd8+ 'i?xd8 9.£>d2!?± Black’s 
light-squared bishop is just pa¬ 
thetic, since all his pawns are de¬ 
ployed on squares with the same 
colour. 

6.. .»b6 7.ftb3 !g7 8.0-0 £>ge7 

9. c4 0-0 10.©c3± Cuenca Jime¬ 
nez - Khamrakulov, Roquetas de 
Mar 2013, followed by Jle3, win¬ 
ning a tempo by attacking the en¬ 
emy queen. 

4.. .£)ge7. Black’s knight will 
not be so active on this square as 
on f6. 5.0-0 



Or 5...d6 6.c3±, followed by 
d2-d4. 

5...d5 6.exd5 £>xd5 (or 6 ... 
@xd5 7.d3!?± and later £>a3-c4 


and Black’s queen is misplaced on 
the a5-square) 7.d4. He can hard¬ 
ly equalise in this position, be¬ 
cause the bishop on c8 is consid¬ 
erably weaker than White’s bish¬ 
op on g2. 7..Ae7 (It is not prefer¬ 
able for Black to opt for 7...®f6 
8.©e5 ©xe5 9.dxe5 ®xdl lO.Sxdl 
£sd7 ll.f4±, followed by ©c3- 
e4(b5)-d6.) 8.dxc5 0-0 (If 8 ... 
kxc5, then 9.c4 ©b6 10.@xd8+ 
&xd8 ll.b3± and on top of all 
Black’s problems, his knight is 
horribly misplaced on the b6- 
square, Breder - Zubritskiy, Par¬ 
dubice 2013.) 9.c4 ®db4 10.£)c3 
JLxc5, Stojic - Ly, Cammeray 
2013, ll.a3±, followed by b2-b4 
and White advances his pawn- 
majority on the queenside. 

Following5.,.g6 6.d4!,youcan 
see the difference between 3.g3 
and 3.d3. White advances d2-d4 
in one move and not in two. 6 ... 
cxd4 7.©xd4 A,g7 8.£>b5 



Black has fianchettoed his 
dark squared bishop, but has 
weakened his d6-square and 
White exploits this immediately. 

8...d5 9.exd5 exd5 10.&f4 0-0 11. 
£ilc3 d4 12.©e4±. The penetra¬ 
tion of White’s pieces to c7 and d6 
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is very unpleasant for Black, 
Camacho Collados - Kham- 
rakulov, Roquetas de Mar 2013. 

Now, just like on move three, 
it would not be so logical for Black 
to play 4...a6, since White’s knight 
has not been developed to the c3- 
square yet. 5.0-0 



£>f6. 

Black cannot prevent the occu¬ 
pation of the centre by his oppo¬ 
nent with the line: 5...©c7 6.2el 
&f6 7.c3 d6 8.d4± 

5...d6 6.c3. White is preparing 
to occupy the centre. 6...ftf6 7. 
©e2 e5. Black is trying to impede 
his opponent’s pawn-advance d2- 
d4. 8.Sdl Jig4, Hovhannisyan - 
Hayrapetyan, Yerevan 2013, 9. 
h3!? i,h5. The exchange on f3 
would have weakened the light 
squares for Black. 10.g4 kg6 
ll.d4± White’s pawn-centre is 
very powerful, while the static po¬ 
sition of Black’s bishop on g6 
might hurt him in the forthcom¬ 
ing battle. 

After 5...b5, it seems very good 
for White to fianchetto his bishop 
on cl. 6.b3!? !b7 7.ib2 ®f6 8.e5 


®d5 9.d3 ke7 10.c4, removing the 
enemy knight away from the cen¬ 
tre. 10...ftc7 ll.£ibd2 0-0 12. 
£ie4± White’s knight is perfectly 
placed at the centre of the board, 
Ankit - Venkatesh, Visakhapat- 
nam 2011. 

5...g6 6.d4 cxd4 7.©xd4 kg 7 
8.£)xc6 bxc6 9.@d6. This move 
impedes Black’s castling. 9...@e7 



10.@c7. White would not mind 
trading queens, but would like to 
do that under more favourable 
circumstances. 10...@d8 ll.@xd8+ 
*xd8 12.$jd2 d5 13.§dl± (followed 
by c2-c4, ©b3). White’s pieces are 
more active, while Black lags in 
development, Cerrajeria Ruiz - 
Lasanta Rica, Aragon 2007. 

5.®e2 
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White protects his pawn and 
refrains from 5.e5 ®g4«± 

5...d6 

Now, Black does not need to 
worry about the possibility e4-e5. 

About 5...Wc7 6.0-0 d6 7x3 - 
see 5...d6. 

It does not seem so energetic 
for him to choose 5...a6 6.0-0 
ke7, Domont - Ribli, Geneve 
2012 (6...d6 7.c3 - see 4...a6). 
White seizes the initiative after 
7.e5± 

Following 5...g6 6.0-0 l:g7 7. 
c3 0-0 8.d4 d5 9.e5 (hd7, Rowson 
- Svidler, London 2013, it is es¬ 
sential for White to protect addi¬ 
tionally the key e5-square. 10. 
M4!?± He has extra space and the 
vulnerability of the f6 and 116 - 
squares may become a telling fac¬ 
tor in the future. 


ke7, 0-0 and to advance d7-d5 at 
once. 6.0-0 ke7 (6...d6 7.c3 - see 

5...d6) 7x3 



White is preparing d2-d4. 

7...0-0 (7...d6 8.3dl - see 5...d6) 
8.©a3 (It would be imprecise for 
White to opt here for 8.Sdl, due 
to 8...d5! 9.exd5 @xd5=, followed 
by kg4, emphasizing the mis¬ 
placement of White’s queen on e2 
and his rook on dl.) 8...Se8 (8... 
d5 9.exd5 ®xd5, C.Wang - 
Y.Wang, China 2014, 10.d3± - 
Black’s queen is not well placed at 
the centre of the board.) 9.d3 


After 5 ..Ae7, White should 
continue with 6.e5, preventing 
d7-d5. 6...&d5 7x4. He ousts 
the enemy knight from the cen¬ 
tre. 7...£>db4 8.d3 d6 9.a3 £)a6, 
Adams - Vitiugov, Paris 2013, 
10.exd6!? @xd6 ll.&c3 0-0 12. 
0-0± (followed by kb5) - The 
misplacement of the knight on 
b6 precludes Black from equalis¬ 
ing. 

Black has an interesting plan 
here, insufficient to equalise, 
though..., beginning with the 
move 5...e5 - he wishes to play 
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9...h6. He is preventing l:g5 
(9...M8 10. ©c4 b6, Hovhannisy- 
an - Grigoryan, Yerevan 2014, 
ll.Jtg5± and after the exchange of 
the knight on f6, the vulnerability 
of the d5-square may tell.). 10. 
£ic4 M8, Deviatkin - Geller, Ir- 


335 





Chapter 24 


kutsk 2010. Here, White had to 
continue with 11.a4!?, maintain¬ 
ing a slight edge, since Black 
would not be able to play 11...d5 
12.exd5 £>xd5?, in view of 13. 
£)fxe5 ®xe5 14,©xe5 and he 
would not be able to exploit the 
pin of the knight 14 ...f6 15.©f7! 
®xc3 16.bxc3 &xf717.@h5+ *g8 
18.d4 cxd4 19.cxd4± White has a 
powerful passed pawn, moreover 
that Black’s castling position has 
been weakened by the moves f7- 
f6 and h7-h6. 

If 5...d5, then 6.exd5 and Black 
cannot capture on d5 with his 
pawn due to the pin. 6...£sxd5 
7.0-0 



The further actions on the 
board will be focused on the 
pawn-advance d2-d4. If White 
manages to accomplish it, he will 
have the edge. 

7...g6. Black fianchettoes his 
bishop and increases his control 
over the d4-square, but his c5- 
pawn remains defenceless. 8.£>c3 
±g7 9.®b5 @b6 (9...£idb4 10.®el 
@b6 ll.a3 @xb5 12.&xb5 &a6 13. 
c3 &e7 14.d3 id7 15.1g5+ f6 16. 
iLe3± White’s bishops exert pow¬ 


erful pressure against Black’s 
queenside, Ni Hua - Hou, Shen¬ 
zhen 2013.) 10.£ixd5 exd5 11. 
®e2+ ie6 12.&g5 &d4 13.®dl 
0-0 14x3 £>c6 15.5ixe6 fxe6 16. 
d3± White has the two-bishop ad¬ 
vantage and Black’s e6-pawn is 
very weak, Malakhov - Timofeev, 
Loo 2014. 

7...ie7 8.Sdl 



8.. .6.b4 9.d3 ®d4 10.®xd4 
cxd4, Santarius - Fominyh, Kec¬ 
skemet 2014, 11.a3!? ©c6 12.b4±, 
followed by M>2, td2, f2-f4, £lf3, 
®f2. 

8.. .e5 9x3 ig4 10.h3 i§,h5, Ku- 
zubov - Gretarsson, Reykjavik 
2012, ll.d4!? exd4 12.g4 ig6 13. 
cxd4±. White exploits he fact that 
his opponent has not castled yet 
and manages to advance d2-d4 
seizing the initiative. 

8.. .£>d4 9.£jxd4 cxd4 10x4 
£ic7 (10...£ib4 11.d3 a5, Trent - 
Obregon Rivero, Havana 2013, 
12.®a3±, followed by ©b5) ll.d3 
0-012.&d2 a513.f4 ©a614.5if3±. 
White has prevented reliably e6- 
e5 and Black’s d4-pawn may be¬ 
come weak in the subsequent 
fight, Kuzubov - Miton, Reykja¬ 
vik 2011. 
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8.. .@b6 9x4 ftf6 Goganov - 
Potkin, Legnica 2013 10.b3!?, 
White’s fianchettoed bishop will 
support the pawn-advance d2- 
d4. 10...0-0 ll.!b2 gd8 12.d3 
id 7 13.£)a3 ie8 14.£ic2± 

8.. .0-0 9.d4 cxd4 10.©xd4 
<Sxd4 ll.Sxd4 if6 (Or U...id7?! 
12.c4 @b6 13.sd3!±, followed by 
Sb3, winning the b7-pawn, Hov- 
hannisyan - Gorovets, Jermuk 
2013.) 12.2dl @c713.c4 &e7 (13... 
®b414.£x3 a615.if4! White pro¬ 
vokes the weakening of the d5- 
square. 15...e5 16.ie3± His pieces 
are more harmoniously deployed, 
Adams - Polgar, London 2012.) 
14.®d2. He begins to chase his 
opponent’s dark-squared bishop. 

14...Sd8 15.&e4 id4 16.£ig5 £g6 
17.h4 h6 18.£if3 ic5 19.gxd8+ 
®xd8 20.id2 We7 21.§dl a5 22. 
ic3± White’s pieces are very ac¬ 
tively placed, while Black has not 
solved yet the problem with the 
development of his bishop on c8, 
Kovalenko - Meskovs, Riga 2014. 

8.. .1f6 9.<Sc3 0-0 10.®e4 



10...b6 11x4 £db4 12.£xf6+ 
@xf6, Predke - Stukopin, Loo 
2013, 13.d4! White has managed 
to open advantageously the posi¬ 


tion thanks to the tactical threats 
on the long diagonal. 13...cxd4 
14.a3 £>a6 15.ig5 fff5 16.ftxd4 
ffxg5 17.ixc6 gb8 18.£>b5±, fol¬ 
lowed by £ixa 7. 

After 10...‘Sid4 ll.©xd4 cxd4 
12x4 ®b4 13.ftxf6+ ®xf6 14,d3 
®c6 15.§bl±, White has two pow¬ 
erful bishops and excellent pros¬ 
pects on the queenside, Howell - 
Rahman, A1 Ain 2012. 

10...iie7. After the trade of the 
dark-squared bishops, Black has 
no chances of equalising. Il.d4 
cxd4 12.ftxd4 5jxd4 13.gxd4 <5jf4. 
He succeeds in simplifying the 
position thanks to this tactical 
strike (13...@b614.gdl±). 14.®f6+ 
Jlxf6 15.gxf4± - The difference in 
the activity of the bishops on g2 
and c8 make us evaluate the posi¬ 
tion in favour of White, Ni Hua - 
Iturrizaga Bonelli, Benasque 
2013. 

6 . 0-0 



6...!e7 

Black is preparing to castle 
and does not define his pawn- 
structure in the centre yet. 
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About 6...e5 7x3 g6 8.d4 - see 

6...g6. 

After the alternatives for 
Black, White advances c2-c3, d2- 
d4, obtaining an advantage. 

For example: 6...g6 7x3 e5 
8.d4 cxd4 9.cxd4 l:g4, Bertagnolli 
- Kveinys, Ortisei 2013, 10.dxe5 
dxe5 ll.i/x3. White does not allow 
his opponent to fortify the d4- 
square. Il...ig7 12.§dl £>d7 13. 
£>bd2 0-014.h3 ie6 15.®c4±, fol¬ 
lowed by the penetration of the 
knight to the d6-outpost. White’s 
pieces are much more active. 

6...©c7. This move does not 
seem so useful for Black, since it 
does not contribute to his fight for 
the centre. 7x3 Jie7 8.d4 cxd4 9. 
cxd4 d5 10x5 £se4 ll.i,e3±, fol¬ 
lowed by ©el-d3, f2-f3, Saric - 
Massoni, Bastia 2014. 

7.c3 

White is perfectly prepared for 
the thematic pawn-advance d2- 
d4. 



Black can hardly continue the 
game without this move. 

7.. .b6 8.d4± 

7.. .®c7 8.d4-see6...@c7. 

7.. .d5 8x5 £kl7 9.d4 b6 (9... 
0-0 10.§dl - see 7...0-0.) lO.Sdl 
a5, Etmans - Hort, Brocco 1991. 
Now, White must exploit the vul¬ 
nerability of the b5-square with 
11.©a3!? cxd4 12.cxd4 i_a6 13. 
&b5 0-0 14.ifl £>a7 15.a4 &b8 
16.M2 £>bc6 17.@e3± and he 
maintains a stable advantage hav¬ 
ing much more space. 

Black should better refrain from 

7...©b6, because his queen will be 
attacked with tempo on this square. 
8.Sdl e5 (8...0-0 9.d4±) 9.£>a3 
0-0 10.£sc4 ©a6 ll.d3 h612.£>e3. 
White begins the fight for the f5- 
square. 12...Se8 13.£sh4 M8 14. 
Wf3±, followed by a penetration of 
one of his knights to the f5-square, 
Balogh - Fedorchuk, Bastia 2013. 

7.. A d7 8.d4 cxd4 9.cxd4 d5 
10x5 ©e4. Black will fail to keep 
for long his knight at the centre of 
the board. Il.&e3 White protects 
his d4-pawn and prepares the re¬ 
treat of his knight from the f3- 
square, 11...0-0 12.£sel f6 13.f3 
&g5 14.£sc2 &f715.f4 fth6 16.&c3 
©f5 17.M2± - He has more space 
and Black’s attempt to begin ac¬ 
tive actions with the help of the 
move g7-g5 would lead to the 
weakening of his king. 
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7...e5. He weakens the d5- 
square, but is incapable of pre¬ 
venting White’s pawn-advance 
d2-d4 anyway. 8.§dl 



8.. .@b6 9.£a3 - see 7...«b6. 

8.. .J,g4 9.h3 Jdi5, Kerigan - 
Zhou, London 2014, 10.g4!? J,g6 
ll.d4! White sacrifices temporar¬ 
ily a pawn and opens the position. 

Il...exd4 12.cxd4 £ixe4 13.d5 ®b4 
14.a3 ®a6 15.§el c4. His pressure 
on the e-file is very unpleasant for 
Black, so he wishes to bring into 
the actions his temporarily isolat¬ 
ed knight on a6 at the price of a 
counter pawn-sacrifice. 16.©bd2 
©ac5 17.?',xe4 Jkxe4 18.@xc4 iLxf3 
19. Jxf3±. White has the two-bish¬ 
op advantage. 

8.. .0.0 9.d4 cxd4 10.cxd4 J,g4 
ll.dxe5 ftxe5 12.h3 £)xf3+ 13. 
Ixf3 Jbtf3 14.@xf3± - The vul¬ 
nerability of the d6-pawn pro¬ 
vides White with a stable advan¬ 
tage, Andreev - Plischki, Orlova 
2014. 

8.d4 

(diagram) 

8.. .d5 

Black stabilises the pawn- 
structure in the centre. 



It would be worse for him to 
choose here 8...@c7 9.dxc5 dxc5 
10.e5 £>d5 ll.c4 ®b6 12.if4±, fol¬ 
lowed by ®c3-e4(b5)-d6, Borulya 

- Ioseliani, Germany 1998. 

The move 8...cxd4 often leads 
to transposition of moves. 9.cxd4 
d5 (9...b6 10.®c3 ©b4, Cuenca 
Jimenez - Laznicka, Montcada 
2009, ll.Sel!? ka6 12.@dl ®d3 
13.§e3 5jxc1 14.§xcl± White’s 
powerful pawn-centre and his 
space advantage are much more 
important than Black’s two bish¬ 
ops.) 10.e5 ©d7 (10...£ie4 ll.Sdl 

- see 8...d5) ll.©c3 &b6 12.b3±. 
Black’s knight on b6 has no good 
prospects, since it is restricted by 
White’s pawn on b3, Alvarez - 
Quiroga, Buenos Aires 2006. 

9.e5 

White occupies space, the cen¬ 
tre has been closed and the focus 
of the fight is centred on the 
flanks. 

Black will try to undermine his 
opponent’s pawn-structure either 
with f7-f6, or by preparing b7-b5- 
b4. 
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9.. .£>e4 

9.. .£)d7 lO.adl. White pro¬ 
vides additional protection for the 
key d4-square and also removes 
his rook from the fl-a6 diagonal, 
because his opponent’s bishop 
may soon occupy it (following 
10.1e3 a5 ll.a4 b6 12.§cl ia6 13. 
@dl b5#, Black succeeds in or¬ 
ganising counterplay on the 
queenside (A.Delchev, Semko 
Semkov)). 10...b6, Shyam - Gan¬ 
guly, Dubai 2014 (if 10...cxd4 11. 
cxd4 ®b6, Arkhipov - Ye, Mos¬ 
cow 1992, then 12.b3!?±, restrict¬ 
ing the knight on b6) ll.£ia3!? a5 
12.£ib5 l:a6 13.a4± White has 
managed to impede his oppo¬ 
nent’s attempts to seize the initia¬ 
tive on the queenside. Later, his 
plans include ®el, @g4, begin¬ 
ning active operations on the op¬ 
posite side of the board. 

lO.Sdl 



10.. .cxd4 

10.. .11d7 11.©el cxd4 12.cxd4 
©b6 13Jte3. Black has failed to 


create pressure against his op¬ 
ponent’s d4-pawn. 13...f5 14.f3 
®g5 15.7jc3 ftaS 16.?id3. White’s 
pieces are gradually activated 
and Black’s position becomes 
cramped, since he does not have 
sufficient space. 16...jib5. He 
wishes to trade a couple of minor 
pieces in order to facilitate the 
manoeuvring in his cramped po¬ 
sition. His last move presents 
however his opponent with the 
two-bishop advantage. 17.£ixb5 
@xb5 18.§acl §ac8 19.1fl £>f7 
20.£if4 @xe2 21.ixe2 Ig5 22.*f2 
ibd4 23.ibcf4± White has more 
space and two powerful bishops, 
Spassky - Cramling, London 
1996. 

Il.cxd4 f6 12.exf6 Jlxf6, 
Haeusler - Strautins, ICCF 
2004. 



The position in the centre has 
been opened and White does not 
have time to oust the enemy 
knight away from the centre with 
his pawn on f3. 13. ©c3!? ©xc3 
(13...£id6 14.ih3±) 14.bxc3 !d7 
15.h4 aa5 16.1h3 Se8 17.M4± 
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The vulnerability of Black’s pawn 
on e6 is more important than 
White’s weak pawn on c3, moreo¬ 


ver that Black’s king has been 
weakened after the removal of his 
pawn from the f7-square. 


Conclusion 

We have just completed our analysis of the move 3.g3 in response to 
2...e6. This scheme began to be thoroughly analysed and actively played 
in the tournament practice just in the last several years. Therefore, it 
enables the players to test their creative endeavour. 

Black has two basic plans of defending. 

He can advance d7-d5 immediately. The game is opened and there 
often arise positions with an isolated queen’s pawn, which resemble 
the Tarrasch Defence, but with the difference that White has a pawn on 
c2 and not on e2. He maintains a slight but stable edge. 

In the second case Black completes at first the development of his 
kingside pieces and advances d6-d5 only later. White occupies more 
space with the help of the move e4-e5, the centre is closed and the play 
is focused on the flanks. His prospects are preferable, but he must 
watch carefully about Black’s possible counterplay, connected with f7- 
f6 and b7-b6, a7-a5, Aa6 and b6-b5. 
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Parti. RossolimoAttack 

l.e4 c5 2.£sf3 ®c6 3.ib5.8 

Chapter 1 l.e4 c5 2.®f3 £sc6 3.1b5 e5 4.0-0 

various.11 

A) 4...<£}ge7.12 

B) 4...1d6 5.c3 various.14 

Bl) 5x3 ©ge7.14 

B2) 5x3 a6.15 

Chapter 2 l.e4 c5 2.©f3 £sc6 3.1b5 £)a5 4.0-0 

various.20 

4.. .a6 5.iLe2 various.21 

A) 5.ie2 d6.21 

B) 5.1x2 b5.22 

C) 5.1x2 e6.25 

Chapter 3 l.e4 c5 2.£sf3 £sc6 3.1b5 ®d4 4.£sxd4 cxd4 5.0-0 

various.29 

A) 5...a6.29 

B) 5...e6.31 

C) 5...g6.32 

Chapter 4 l.e4 c5 2.®f3 £ic6 3.1b5 a6 4.1xc6 

A) 4...bxc6.35 

B) 4.,.dxc6 5.0-0 various.40 

Bl) 5.0-0 g6.40 

B2) 5.0-0 ig4.41 

B3) 5.0-0 «c7.43 

Chapter 5 l.e4 c5 2.®f3 ®c6 3.ib5 ©b6 4.®c3 

4.. .d6.45 

A) 4..M6 .46 
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B) 4...g6.47 

C) 4...&d4.48 

D) 4...a6.49 

E) 4...e6.52 

Chapter 6 l.e4 c5 2.®f3 ®c6 3.1b5 ©c7 4.0-0 

various.60 

A) 4...d6.61 

B) 4...®f6.62 

Chapter 7 l.e4 c5 2.£if3 4ic6 3..&b5 £)f6 4.iLxc6 

A) 4...bxc6.68 

B) 4...dxc6 5.d3 various.72 

Bl) 5.d3 £>d7.72 

B2a) 5.d3 !g4 6.h3 ih5.74 

B2b) 6.h3 ixf3.76 

Chapter 8 l.e4 c5 2.©f3 ©c6 3„ib5 e6 4.iixc6 

A) 4...dxc6.79 

B) 4...bxc6 5.b3 various.81 

Bl) 5.b3e5.82 

B2) 5.b3 d6.83 

B3) 5.b3 d5.86 

B4) 5.b3 fie7.88 

B5) 5.b3 f6 6.0-0 various.91 

B5a) 6.0-0 ®e7.91 

B5b) 6.0-0 £ih6.92 

Chapter 9 l.e4 c5 2.£}f3 ®c6 3.iLb5 g6 4.Axc6 bxc6 5.0-0 

various.96 

5..J,g7 6.gel various.96 

A) 6.gel d6.99 

B) 6.gelf6.100 

C) 6.gel ®h6.104 

Cl) 6.gel ®h6 7.c3 0-0 8.d4 ®b6.105 

C2) 8.d4 cxd4.106 

D) 6.gel e5. 107 

E) 6.gel £>f6.HO 
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Chapter 10 l.e4 c5 2.£>f3 £>c6 3.itb5 g6 4.jtxc6 dxc6 5.d3 


various.116 

A) 5...£g4.116 

B) 5...£g7 6.h3 various.118 

Bl) 6.h3 £h6.119 

B2) 6.h3 b6.120 

B3) 6.h3 e5 7.0-0 various.122 

B3a) 7.0-0 ©e7.123 

B3b) 7.0-0 b6.124 
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various.128 

A) 7...£d 7.130 

B) 7... 0-0 8.iLe3 various.138 

Bl) 8.£e3 £id7 9.@d2 various.138 
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l.e4 c5 2.®f3 d6 3.£b5+.146 


Chapter 12 l.e4 c5 2.&f3 d6 3.!b5+ £d7 4.d4 


A) 4...a6.147 

B) 4...cxd4 5.®xd4 various.150 

Bl) 5.ffxd4 a6 6.£xd7+ lxd7 7x4 £g4.152 

B2) 7x4 3c8.153 
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A) 5...a6 6.£xd7+ various.163 

Al) 6.ixd7+ ®xd7 7.0-0 cxd4.163 

A2) 7.0-0 e6.165 

B) 5...cxd4 6.@xd4 h6.169 

Bl) 6.@xd4 g6.169 
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B2) 6.®xd4 e6.171 

B3) 6.®xd4 a6.172 

B4) 6.@xd4 e5 7.@d3 various.175 

B4a) 7.®d3 h6 8.ie3 a6.176 

B4b) 8.1e3 Jie7 9.iic4 various.178 

B4bl) 9.ic4 0-0.178 

B4b2) 9.ic4 a6.179 

Chapter 14 l.e4 c5 2.£sf3 d6 3..&b5+ £>c6 4.0-0 

various.184 

A) 4...®b6.185 

B) 4..M6 .186 

C) 4...e5.187 

D) 4...J,g4 5.h3i,h5 6x3 various.189 

Dl) 6x3 ®b6.189 

D2) 6x3 a6.191 

E) 4..J,d7 5.§el various.192 

El) 5.§el g6.193 

E2) 5.§el a6.195 

E3) 5.§el £>f6 6x3 various.198 

E3a) 6x3 e6.199 
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Chapter 15 l.e4 c5 2.®f3 d6 3.&b5+ ®c6 4.0-0 id7 5.Sel &f6 

6.c3 a6 7.Ml ig4 8.h3 

A 8...ixf3 9.®xf3 e5.205 

Al) 9.@xf3 e6.205 

A2) 9.®xf3 g6.207 

B) 8...J,h5 9.g4 i,g6 10.d4 various.211 

Bl) 10.d4 cxd4 ll.cxd4 d5.212 

B2) ll.cxd4 e5.213 

Chapter 16 l.e4 c5 2.fif3 d6 3..t.b5+ kd7 4.ilxd7+ ®xd7 5.0-0 

A) 5...e6.216 

B) 5...g6.217 

C) 5...©gf66.®e2 various.220 

Cl) 6.@e2 g c 8.220 

C2) 6.®e2 g6.222 

C3) 6.@e2 e6 7.b3 ©e5; 7...a6; 7...g6.224 
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Chapter 17 l.e4 c5 2.£sf3 d6 3.Jlb5+ M,d7 4.Jtxd7+ ftxd7 5.0-0 
£gf6 6.'STe2 e6 7.b3 ie7 8.ib2 0-0 9.c4 

various.227 

A) 9...e5.228 

B) 9...Se8.230 

C) 9...a6 10.d4 cxd4 ll.£xd4.231 

Cl) Il.&xd4ffa5.231 

C2) ll.ftxd4 Sc8.232 

C3) ll.£ixd4 Wc7 .234 

C4) ll.©xd4 Se8.235 

C5) ll.©xd4 «b6.237 

Chapter 18 l.e4 c5 2.®f3 d6 3.ib5+ id7 4.ixd7+ ®xd75.c4 

A) 5...@g4.239 

B) 5...g6.241 

C) 5...e5.243 

D) 5...©c6.247 

Dl) 6.d4@g4.247 

D2) 6.d4 cxd4 7.&xd4 £sf6 8.£>c3 g6.248 

D2a) 8.©c3@g4.249 

D2b) 8.S)c3 e6.251 

E) 5...®f6.256 

Part 3. Various 

l.e4 c5 2.£)f3.262 

Chapter 19 I.e4c5 2.£>f3 ©c7 3.c3 

various.266 

3.. .d6 4.d4.268 

Chapter 20 l.e4 c5 2.£>f3 b6 3.d4 

various.271 

3.. .cxd4 4.®xd4.271 

Chapter 21 l.e4 c5 2.®f3 ©f6 3.e5 

various.276 

3.. .£>d5 4.©c3 various.277 
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A) 4.£sc3 e6 5.©xd5 exd5 6.d4 various.278 

Al) 6.d4 d6.278 

A2) 6.d4 &c6.279 

B) 4.£sc3 ®xc3.284 


Chapter 22 l.e4 c5 2.£sf3 a6 3.c3 


various.288 

A) 3...g6.289 

B) 3...d6.291 

C) 3...©f6.293 

D) 3...e6 4.d4 various.295 

Dl) 4.d4 d5 5.e5 id7.296 

D2) 5.e5 £k6.298 

E) 3...d5 4.exd5 ftf6.300 

4.exd5 ®fxd5 5.d4 various.301 

El) 5.d4 ig4.303 

E2) 5.d4 e6.304 
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various.307 

A) 3...±g7.307 

B) 3...cxd4.311 
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various.316 

A) 3...£if6.317 

B) 3...a6.319 

C) 3...b6.321 

D) 3...d5 4.exd5 exd5 5.d4 various.324 

Dl) 5.d4 ©f6.325 

D2) 5.d4 £lc6 6.iLg2 various.326 

D2a) 6.1g2 ig4.327 

D2b) 6.ig2 ®f6.328 

E) 3...&C6.331 
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